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E-FILED 

Friday, 18 July, 2008 04:35:09 PM 
Clerk, U.S. District Court, ILCD 



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE CENTRAL DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS 
SPRINGFIELD DIVISION 



No. 



PAUL CARPENTER, 
Plaintiff, 



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT 
OF JUSTICE, DRUG ENFORCEMENT 
ADMINISTRATION, 

Defendant. 



COMPLAINT UNDER FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT 
5 U.S.C.A. S552(a)(6)(A)(i) 

NOW COMES, Plaintiff, Paul Carpenter, by and through his attorneys, Brown, Flay & 

Stephens, LLP, Tom Schanzle-Haskins. of counsel and as and for its Complaint under the 

Freedom of Information Act 5 U.S.C.A. §552(a)(6)(A)(i) hereby states as follows: 

1. This action is brought under the Freedom of Information Act (hereinafter the 
"Act"), as amended (5 U.S.C.A §552(a)(6)(A)(i) and seeks Preliminary and Final Injunction 
against withholding certain information from Plaintiff and directing that certain information be 
disclosed. 

2. Plaintiff is an individual who is a Defendant in a civil action pending in this court 
known as Larry M. Washington, et al v. City of Springfield, et al, Case No. 07-3075, Central 
District of Illinois, Springfield Division (hereinafter "underlying litigation"). 

3. Defendant, Drug Enforcement Administration ("DEA") is a federal administrative 
agency within the meaning of the act and is a division of the United States Department of Justice. 

4. Larry Washington, Plaintiff in the underlying litigation and has filed suit against 
the City of Springfield, former Springfield Detective Paul Carpenter and various other police 
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officers employed by the City of Springfield. The underlying litigation alleges that the 
Defendants improperly obtained a search warrant for the residence of Larry Washington and, 
while conducting a search on March 17, 2005, "planted" one-half kilogram of cocaine in 
Washington's residence which lead to Washington's arrest. 

5. Washington, when interviewed after the search and his arrest, denied that he sold 
cocaine and denied knowing about the cocaine that was found in his home during the search. 

6. In Washington's answers to Interrogatories filed in the underlying litigation, 
Washington indicated that Danny J. Sidener, Jr. ("Sidener") telephoned him after Washington's 
arrest on March 17, 2005, when the cocaine was discovered in his home and provided 
Washington with details regarding Washington's arrest which had not been reported in the news 
media. 

7. On October 16, 2006, Sidener entered a guilty plea in U.S.A. v. Sidener, Case No. 
3:05-CR-30101, United States District Court, Centra] District of Illinois (hereinafter "Sidener 
case"). Sidener pled guilty to conspiracy to distribute cocaine, distribution of cocaine and use of 
a telephone to facilitate a drug offense. A docket entry made on January 23, 2007 in the Sidener 
case indicates that the schedule for sentencing provided ample time for the government and 
Sidener to finalize issues regarding his cooperation and sentencing. On February 26, 2007, the 
Court granted the government's Motion for Downward Departure and Sidener was sentenced to 
81 months in prison. 

8. The attorney who initially represented Sidener in the Sidener case, in which 
Sidener ultimately entered a guilty plea, was disbarred by the Illinois Registration and 
Disciplinary Commission. Among the allegations contained in the pleadings filed in the matter 
of John Anthony Maurer, before the Hearing Board of the Illinois Registration and Disciplinary 
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Commission, Docket No. 07-SH-6, were statements that indicated Sidener was concerned that 
people believed he had cooperated with the Springfield Police Department in the investigation 
involving Plaintiff, Larry Washington. The ARDC proceedings alleged that Sidener paid 
Attorney Maurer to get copies of the police reports in the Washington prosecution to prove that 
Sidener was not the person who cooperated with the police regarding Washington's arrest. 

9. The circumstances presented here indicate that Sidener has knowledge of 
Washington's drug-related activities. Washington has specifically denied that he is involved in 
drug-related activities and contends that Defendant Carpenter, as well as other law enforcement 
officers, planted cocaine in his residence. 

10. On April 15, 2008, counsel for Carpenter issued a subpoena to the DEA 
requesting the DEA to produce any interviews, including but not limited to DEA-6 Interview 
Reports, reflecting interviews of Danny Sidener which refer to Larry Washington. A copy of 
that subpoena is attached hereto as Exhibit A. 

11. On May 5, 2008, after a phone call had been made to Attorney Schanzle-Haskins 
from DEA advising him that the DEA would not comply with the subpoena, a letter, attached 
hereto as Exhibit B, was sent to Attorney Schanzle-EIaskins by DEA. The letter indicated that 
DEA would not provide the records pursuant to the subpoena and indicated that Carpenter might 
request the information from the DEA by filing a Freedom of Information Act ("FOIA") Request 
in accordance with DEA procedures. 

12. On May 14, 2008, an FOIA Request for the interviews of Sidener, which mention 
Washington, was sent to the appropriate Freedom of Information Unit of the DEA in Arlington, 
Virginia. That FOIA Request was received by DEA on May 29, 2008. A copy of the FOIA 
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Request is attached hereto as Exhibit C and a copy of the United States Postal Service certified 
mail card showing receipt of the FOIA Request on May 29, 2008 is attached hereto as Exhibit D. 

13. On May 29, 2008, the DEA sent a letter, attached hereto as Exhibit E, to counsel 
for Carpenter. 

14. FOIA (5 U.S.C.A §552(a)(6)(A)(i)) requires that the agency shall determine, 
within twenty (20) days after receipt of any such request whether to comply with the request and 
shall immediately notify the person making the request of such determination and the reasons 
therefore. 

15. The twenty-day period, excluding Saturdays, Sundays and legal public holidays, 
for determining whether DEA would comply with the request expired on June 26, 2008. 

16. DEA has communicated no determination regarding compliance with the request 
nor have they sent counsel for the Plaintiff an assigned FOJ A/PA number. 

17. Counsel has been employed to represent Carpenter in this action and has incurred 
and will continue to incur attorneys' fees and costs. 

18. The records referred to above were and are identifiable records within the 
meaning of the Freedom of Information Act. DEA's refusal to notify the Plaintiff within 20 
days, after receipt of the FOIA Request, whether they would comply with the request is in 
violation of the FOIA and Plaintiff is entitled to relief provided for by the Act. 

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff, Paul Carpenter, prays for (1) Preliminary and Final Injunction 
prohibiting Defendant from withholding from the Plaintiff the records referred to and described 
above, (2) Preliminary and Final Injunctions directing Defendant to make such records available 
to Plaintiff and Plaintiffs attorney and to permit the inspection of copying of such records, and 
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(3) attorneys' fees and costs and for such other and further relief as this Court deems just and 
proper. 

PAUL CARPENTER, Plaintiff 

By: fsj Tom Schanzle-Haskins 
Tom Schanzle-Haskins 
Registration Number 2473534 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Brown, Hay & Stephens, LLP 
205 S. Fifth Street, Suite 700 
P.O. Box 2459 
Springfield, IL 62705-2459 
(217) 544-8491 
Fax: (217) 544-9609 
E-mail: ts-h@bhslaw.com 



July 18, 2008\klm\F:\TSH\CARJ>ENTER 1 MUIJiFEDERAL COURT ACTION AGAINST DEA\COMPLAINT.DOC 
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Issucd by the 

United States District Court 

Central District of Illinois 



Larry M. Washington and Jennifer A. Jenkins 
V. 

City of Springfield, et al 



SUBPOENA IN A CIVIL CASE 
Case Number; 1 07-3075 



TO; Drug Enforcement Administration {Springfield Resident 
Office) Attn: Agent Rick Dolius 
2875 Via Verde Street, Springfield, IL 62703 

□ YOU ARE COMMANDED to appear in the United States District court at the place, dale, and time specified below to 
testify in the above case. 



RLACR OF TESTIMONY 



COUKTROOM 



DATR AND TIM ft 



□ YOU ARE COMMANDED to appear at the place, date, and time specified below to testify at the taking of a deposition 
in the above case. 



I'LACROF IWOSITION 



DATR AND TIM H 



B' YOU ARE COMMANDED to produce and permit inspection and copying of the following documents or objects at the 

place, date, and time specified below (list documents or objects): 
Any interviews, including but not limited to Form DEA-6 interview reports, reflecting interviews of Danny Sidner, which 
mention or refer to Larry Washington and/or Jennifer Jenkins, including but not limted to handwritten notes, typed 
reports of interviews, recorded interviews, transcriptions of recorded interviews, telephone conversations or statements 
made by Sidner c oncerning Lar ry Washington andinr Jennifer JenMiiB 

['LACK 



Brown, Hay & Stephens, LLP, 205 South Fifth Street, Suite 700, Springfield, Illinois 
62701 



DATR AND TfMR 

4/30/2008 1:30 pm 



□ YOU ARE COMMANDED to permit inspection of the following premises at the date and time specified below 



I'KRMLSRS 



DATR AND TIMR 



Any organic ion not a party to this suit thai is subpoenaed for the taking of a deposition shall designate one or more ankers, 
ili i celors, or managing agents, or other persons who consent to testify on its behalf and may set forth, for each person designated, the 
matters on which the person will testify. Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 30(h)(6). 



CARPENTER 



DATR 

0<ijlS-j6<t 



isst JiNdwwriiirs signatore^and thm (indica^r if attornry For flaintirf ok dri-rndantj 
2/ // 7L Jf / ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT 

kssuiNc; omoifK^^ ~~ 
Tom SchanCf^Haskins, Brown, Hay & Stephens, LLP, 205 South Fifth Street, Suite 700 T Springfield, Illinois 62701, 
217/544-8491 



(Sue Yui\v\n\ Rub i»J' Civil I'j-ncttkiru 4S (c:), (tlj, anil (t:) ( cm i^xl \r^) 



If nciiou is pending in tlisirici iHher than disirici of tawuincc, stufc tlisfiici under ease number. 
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PROOF OP SERVICE 




DA IT. 


PLACT- 




ci^jvun 4/15/2008 


2875 Via Verde 
Springfield, IL 62703 




SJ'IKVIiDON (HUNTNAMR) 


manni-:k of skrvict- 




Drug Enforcement Administration 


Certified Mail 




KlikVKl) liY (HUNT NAM!*} 


titlr 




Kristina Miller 


Legal Assistant 




DECLARATION OP SERVER 



I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United Slates of America that the foregoing information conlained 
in the Proof of Service is true and correct. 



executed on 



4/15/2008 



PATR 






205 South Fifth Street, Suite 700 



ADDRRSSOPSRRVRR 

Springfield, Illinois 62701 



Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 45 (c), (d) 5 and (c) 5 as amended on 

(c) Pum ixtinc; a Pkiukw Stijuicrrm a *Siiiwh»kna. 

{I ) Avoiding Undue llurdcn or Uxpcrwc; Sanctions. A parly or attorney responsible for 
issuing imtl serving a subpnena must lake reasonable steps to nvoid imposing unilticj burden «r 

uxpense i person sLibjcLi in the subpoena. T he issuing court musl enforce I his duly and 

impose mi appropriate sanction which miiy include losl earnings ami reasonable attorney's 
fees nu a piu I y u r nl I or ncy who 1'ah s U> eo mp |y . 

(2) Command Ui Produce Materials or Permit Inspection, 

(A) Appearance Ntil Required. A person commanded In produce documents, 
e I e e l mi 1 ic a I ly stored i n In r mil I i on , or I a n.g i b I e 1 1 vi ngs , ti r l< » p u im i I tl re inspee 1 io n u rpren 1 i ses, n e ed 
nol appear in person ul Ihe pi nee of prnduelion or inspection unless id so commanded lo appear 
lor ii deposition, hen ring, or I rial, 

(H) Objections. A person commanded lo produce documents or laugihle things or In 
per mi I inspection may serve on me party or nllorncy designated in the subpoena a written 
objection lo inspecting copying, lasting or sampling any nr nil of lite materials or lo inspecting, 
the premises orlo piodueing electronically stored inrurmnlion in the funnor (onus requested, 
1 he objection musl he served before Ihe curlier of ihe lime .specified foj compliance or M days 
idler the suhpueun is served. IT an objection is made, Ihe following rules apply: 

(i) Al any lime, on noliee to the commanded person, Ihe serving party may mnve 
ihe issuing court fonui order eunipefiing pi oduelion or inspection. 

{ii) These nels unty lie required only as directed in ihe order, mid Ihe order musl 
proicel ii person who is neilhern parly nor a parly's officer Hum sigmfusuil expense resulting 
from compliance. 

0) Quashing or Modi lying n Subpoena, 

(A) When Required. On timely molinn, the issuing court must quash or modify n 
suhpnenn Ihtil; 

(i) lii i Is lo nl low a reasonable litnc to comply; 

(ii) requires ii person who is neither a parly nor n pnrly's officer lo Inivel more 
I him 11)11 miles horn where lUnl person resides, is employed, or regularly transits business in 
person except thai, suhjeel lo Rule '15fc)(3)(ll}(iii), Ihe person may he commanded lo attend 
;i trial hy traveling from any such place within the stale where the trial is held; 

ttii) requires disclosure of privileged or oilier protected mallei, il no exception 
or waiver applies; nr 

(iv) subjects a person lo undue bin den. 
(It) When Permit led. To protect a person subject lo or nlTeeied by a subpoena, Ihe 
issuing, c<m rl may. on motion, quash or modify tbc subpoena if it requires; 

(i) disclosing a hade sccrel or oilier confidential research, development, or 
eomiULieial in Ton nation; 

(ii) disclosing an uurelnined expert's opinion or information Hint does no! 
describe specific occurrences in dispute ltiuI results from the expert's study lhal was not 
requested by ;i party; or 

tin} a pei sun who is neither a parly nor a parly's officer lo incur substantial 
L-xpuiSL- lo travel more than Kill miles lo attend trial 

[V) Specifying t'ondilhms am an Alternative, In ihe eheumslances described in Kule 
'15[c)(3MH), | he conn may, instead of quashing or modifying n subpoena, order appearance or 
production under speei Hcd eondilious if (he scrying party: 



December 1,2007: 

(i) slmvvsa. substantial need for the testimony 01 material llmlennnol be otherwise 
mel withoul undue hardship; nod 

(ii) ensures lhal Ihe subpoenaed person will be reasonably compensated, 

fd} l)imt;s I iv IlKsrnNDiNf; ri> a Kuuiw.na. 

(1) Producing Oneuiueuls or Kleelromcjilly Stored Inhumation, These procedures apply 
lo pruducing documents or electronically stored informal ion: 

(A) Documents. A person responding to a subpoena lo produce documents inns! 
produce them as they are kepi in Ihe ordi nary course ot'busiucss or must organize nnd lane 1 1 hem 
locnnespondlolheeHlcgoriesmlhcdcmand. 

(Ii) form Tor Producing NeelrooienSly Stored Informal ion Nol Specified. If n 
subpoena docs not specify a Ibim for producing electronically slorcd in Ion nation, Ihe person 
responding musl produce it in u form or forms in which it is ordinarily maintained or in a 
reasonably ns;iblc form or forms. 

(C) l*:lectmnically Stored Information Produced in Only One form. The person 
responding need nol produce (he same clcclrniiically stored in Ion mil ion io more I lino one fbrm. 

(13) Inaccessible 1-lcelnmicidly Stored In format ion. The person responding need not 
provide discovery of electronical ly stored informalion from sources Ibnt the person identifies us 
not reasonably neecssible because of* undue burden or cost. On motion lo compel discovery or 
for a pi oteelive order, the person responding musl show lhal Ihe information is nol reasonably 
accessible because of undue burden or cost. I r lhal showing is made, the court may nonet hekss 
order discovery from such sources if Ihe reoucsling parly shows good cimse, considering Ihe 
limitations or Kule 2G(b)(2)(C), The court may specify eondilious for the discovery. 

(2) Clni mi ug Tr i vilej-e or Protect ion, 

(A) Information Withheld. A person withholding subpficnned informal ion under n 
elaim thai il is privileged or suhjeel lo protection as Ii ial-prepaialion material musl: 

(i) expressly make ihe elnim; nnd 

(ii) describe llic nature of the withheld documents, coinmuniejitions. or 
langible things in nuinnneMhat, withoul revealing infoi nuition itself privileged or protected, will 
enable the parties io assess the claim. 

(J») hd'ormalinn Produced. If iuroriualion produced in response to ;i suiipoena is 
suhjeel ton claim of privilege or olprotcclion as Irial-prcpnrulion maleiial, the person making 
the claim may notify any parly that received the information of the claim and Ihe basis for il. 
After heing notified, a parly must promptly ruloru, seipi^sler, or destroy ihe speei hed 
iolormafion and any copies il has; must not use or diselose Ihe informal ion unlit Ihe daim is 
resolved; musl tnke reasonable steps lo i el neve the in ion nation if Ihe parly disclosed it before 
being notified; and may promptly piesenl the information io the ettoil under s^nl for n 
determination of the claim. The person who produced the information most preserve Ihe 
information until Ihe claim is resolved. 

(e) CON'I'KMt'T. 

The issuing eoorl mny hold in contempt ;i person who, having been served, fails willioul 
adequate excuse lo obey the subpoena, A nnuptniy's failure lo obey musl be excused if Ihe 
subpnenn purports lo require Ihe nonparty lo intend or produce at n place outside Ihe limils oJ 
Kule^Mc)(3)(A)(ii). 
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PROOF OF SERVICE 

The undersigned certifies that copies of the foregoing instrument for Defendant Paul 
Carpenter were served upon: 

Gregory E. Kulis 
Shehnaz,]. Mansuri 
Gregory E. Kulis & Associates 
Suite 2140 
30 N. USalic Street 
Chicago, IL 60602 

Theresa M. Powell 
Heyl, Roystcr, Voelker & Allen 

Suite 575 
1 North Old State Capitol Plaza 
P.O. Box 1687 
Springfield, IL 62705 

J. Williams Roberts 

Charles Schmadeke 
Hinshaw & Culbertson 
Suite 200 

400 South 9 th Street 
Springfield, IL 62701 

James A. Lang 
Room 313 Municipal Center East 
800 East Monroe Street 
Springfield, IL 62701-1689 

by enclosing the same in envelopes addressed to such attorneys at their addresses, with postage 
fully prepaid, and by depositing said envelopes in a U.S. Post Office mailbox in Springfield, 
Illinois on this 1 5 lh day of April, 2008. / 

Tom SchanXl e^isk in's^/ 

Registration Number 2473534 

Attorney for r Defendant, Paul Carpenter 

Brown, Hay & Stephens, LLP 

205 S. Fifth Street, Suite 700 

P.O. Box 2459 

Springfield, IL 62705-2459 

(217) 544-8491 

Fax; (217) 544-9609 

E-mail: ts-h@hhslaw.com 

April II. ;iH]X\kli,i\l':VISIt\fAltl'l-:N'n;i(. l'AIII.\ri'.HTI|-|( ATI'.<H' SliKVICi: -DliA HUIll'OMNA.IKlf 

3 
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Drug Enforcement Administration 



m 



T ^C Py Chicago Field Division 

*»— ^ 230 South Dearborn, Suite 1 200 

Chicago, Illinois 60604 
(312) 353-7875 

www.dea.gov May 5, 2008 



Tom Schanzle-Haskins 
Brown, Hay & Stephens, LLP 
205 South Fifth Street, Suite 700 
P.O. Box 2459 
Springfield, Illinois 62701 
Fax: (217)544-9609 

Re: Larry M. Washington and Jennifer A. Jenkins v. City of Springfield, et al. 
Case No. 07-3075, Central District of Illinois 

Dear Mr. Schanzle-Haskins" 

This responds to the subpoena delivered to Special Agent (SA) Rick Dollus, an employee of the 
Drug Enforcement Administration (DEA), a subordinate component of the United States Department 
of Justice, in the above-captioned case. 

Your subpoena purported to summon SA Dollus to your offices on Tuesday, April 30, 2008 at 
1:30 pm. Your firm's office address was provided. This document also purported to command the 
production of a multitude of documentation and/or information pertaining to Danny Sidner regarding 
statements purportedly made by him concerning Larry M. Washington and Jennifer A. Jenkins. 

Please note that neither S A Dollus nor any other employee of the Chicago Division of the DEA 
will present themselves or produce the requested documents mentioned in your subpoena. You 
should also be aware that SA Dollus is not the custodian of DEA records, nor is he authorized to 
release information of this nature under the Privacy Act (5 USC 552a). 

SA Dollus is an employee of the Drug Enforcement Administration and was at all times relevant 
to your subpoena, acting in the scope of his official duties with the DEA. As stated above, the DEA 
is a subordinate component of the United States Department of Justice - a department within the 
executive branch of the Federal government. As such, whether SA Dollus would be authorized to 
provide the requested documents is a procedural determination governed by the rules and procedures 
of the United States Department of Justice, to wit: 28 C.F.R. 16.21 et seq. 

These procedures are commonly referred to as the Touhy regulations and exist to ensure that 
information in the possession and control of DOJ components is properly maintained and protected 
and further that any release of information in our possession is consistent with the Privacy Act 
and/or other controlling statutes and regulations. These procedures also ensure that DOJ employees 
are not burdened with outside requests for testimony in matters not involving the Department of 
Justice. In pertinent part, Section 16.22 of Title 28 of tire Code of Federal Regulations provides: 



EXHIBIT 

1 
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(a) In any federal or state court action in which the United States is not a party, 
no employee or former employee of the Department of Justice shall, in 
response to a demand, produce any material contained in the files of the 
Department, or disclose any material relating to or based upon material 
acquired as a part of that person's official duties or because of that person's 
official status without prior approval of the proper Department official in 
accordance with Sections 16.24 and 16.25 of this part. 

(b) Whenever a demand is made upon an employee or former employee as 
described in paragraph (a) of this section, the employee shall immediately 
notify the United States Attorney for the district where the issuing authority 
is located. The responsible United States Attorney shall follow procedures 
set forth in Section 16.24 of this part. 

(c) If oral testimony is sought by a demand in any case or matter in which the 
United States is not a party, an affidavit, or, if that is not feasible, a 
statement by the party seeking the testimony or by his attorney, setting forth 
a summary of the testimony sought and its relevance to the proceeding, must 
be furnished to the responsible United States Attorney. Any authorization 
for testimony by a present or former employee of the Department shall be 
limited to the scope of the demand as summarized in such statement. 

(d) When information other than oral testimony is sought by a demand, the 
responsible United States Attorney shall request a summary of the 
information sought and its relevance to the proceeding. 

The subpoena issued to SA Dollus does not comply with the above-cited regulations. Therefore, 
the appearance and/or testimony of SA Dollus is not approved, and he will not be appearing at the 
deposition. Furthermore, SA Dollus is not authorized to provide you with oral or written statements 
or any information arising from or related to his Federal employment. Lastly, SA Dollus is not the 
custodian of records or documentation for DBA. As such, he cannot produce the documents you 
seek. 

Founded on the principals of the Supremacy Clause of the United States Constitution (Article 
VI), the Federal courts have repeatedly confirmed that, under the Touhy doctrine, a state court lacks 
jurisdiction to subpoena Federal employees. See In re Elko County Grand Jury, 109 F.3d 554 (9th 
Cir. 1997), cert, denied sub nom. Elko County Grand Jury v. Siminoe, 522 U.S. 1027 (1997) 
(holding that, where a Federal agency bars disclosure of official information under a regulation 
analogous to 28 CFR § 16.21 et seq., the only appropriate method to challenge that decision is 
through an Administrative Procedure Act proceeding in the United States District Court); Swett v. 
Schenk, 792 F.2d 1447, 1452 (9 th Cir. 1986) (holding that a state court lacked jurisdiction to enter its 
[contempt] order in the first place."). See also, U.S. ex rel Ragen v. Touhy, 340 U.S. 462 (upholding 
predecessor regulation to 28 CFR §§ 16.21 et seq.); Houston Business Journal, Inc, v. Office of the 
Comptroller of the Currency, 86 F.3d 1208 (D.C. Cir. 1996); Smith v. Cromer, 159 F.3d 875 (4th 
Cir. 1998) (quashing subpoena for DEA records); Edwards v. U.S. Dep't of Justice, 43 F.3d 312 (7th 
Cir. 1994); Civiletti v. Municipal Court, 172 Cal.Rptr. 83, 86 (1981) (noting that any attempt "to 
compel compliance with either subpoena by the Attorney General flounders like the Titanic on the 
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hard rock of sovereignty"). 

Additionally, you should be aware that Federal employees can be subject to significant criminal 
and civil penalties for the unauthorized release of information protected by the Privacy Act. See 5 
USC 552a. Furthermore, a DEA employee who releases or discloses information without 
authorization may be disciplined and may be removed from their Federal position or receive other 
lesser penalties. 

As you are aware, SA Dollus did not appear at your offices on April 30, 2008. As a courtesy, 
please advise if you will seek enforcement of the subpoena issued in this matter so that we may 
oppose your motion and seek that the subpoena be quashed. In such a situation, I would advise the 
United States Attorney's Office in the Central District of Illinois of your subpoena and request their 
assistance in quashing your subpoena should you seek its enforcement. 

As an alternative to your subpoena, individuals may request information from the DEA by filing 
a Freedom on Information Act (FOIA) request in accord with our procedures. How to file a FOIA 
request is explained on our website, "www.dea.gov." The FOIA icon is at the bottom of the 
webpage. You should be aware that your client may have to pay fees and costs associated with the 
filing of a FOIA request. 

This communication should not be construed as a representation that relevant records exist. 
Once you have provided the necessary information required by the Code of Federal Regulations, 
your request for SA Malloy's testimony will be reviewed by Division Counsel Powers and then 
acted upon by me or another authorized DEA and/or DOJ official. If you have any questions or 
concerns regarding this letter, please do not hesitate to contact Mr. Powers at (312) 353-8419. 



Sincer 




f. Olenkie 
Special Ager 




cc: Kevin Powers 

Division Counsel 



Rick Dollus 
Special Agent 
DEA-Springfield 



Attachments 
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Issued by the 

United States District Court 

Central District of Illinois 



Larry M. Washington and Jennifer A. Jenkins 
City of Springfield, et al 



SUBPOENA IN A CIVIL CASE 

Case Number: 1 07-3075 



TO; Drug Enforcement Administration (Springfield Resident 
Office) Attn: Agent Rick Dollus 
2675 Via Verde Street, Springfield, IL 62703 

□ YOU ARE COMMANDED to appear in the United States District court at the place, date,; and time specified below to 
: - ^rfyl n 1 the tiho ve'ease; *" ' 



|>UOF OFTHSTIMONY 



COURTROOM 



DATR AND TIMB 



□ YOU ARE COMMANDED to appear 
in the above case. 



at the place, date, aud time specified below to testify at the taking of a deposition 



DATR AND TIMR 



g VOU ARE COMMANDED to produ ce and permit inspection and copying of the following; documents or objects al the 
place date, and time specified below (list documents or objects): 

hY sida^r ^nremlnr Lnrrv Hashing^ minVnr Jpnnlfpr Iflpkliia. 



PLACR 



Brown, Hay fU Stephens, LLP, 205 South Fifth Street, Suite 700, Springfield, Illinois 
62701 1 



DATF, AND T1MP- 

4/30/200B 1:30 pm 



□ YOU ARE COMMANDED to permit inspection of the following pre mises at. the date and time specified below 

- \ — — rTTTw! iwn\Tiur 



I'KliMlSfJS 



DATR ANDTIMR 



Any nrganiralion not a parly to this suit that is subpoenaed for the taking of a deposition .hall designate one or lhc 
cliroCirrnan ft ,i ri g agent,, o"r other person, who consent to testify on ib toMf, and may set forth, for each person dcMgnalul, the 



manors on w 



hich the person will testify. Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 30(b)(6). 





R IF ATTORNRY FOR PLAINTIFF OR DHFRNDANT) 
ATTORNEY FOR DEPENDANT 

^/ PARP ENTER 



DATVi 



Tom Schan£fiaskins, Brown, Hay & Stephens, LLP, 205 South Fifth Street, Suite 700, SpnngMd, Illinois 62701 , 
217/544-8491 . 



(Sec i ciJurui lUilc of Civil I'riKcJurv 15 {e). {&l WfuJ (c). on ni=«i fwijit) 



K aukm it penting h di*'^ < nhc1 ' lhwi dit,u " id ° r Ntoit dinuict under case number. 
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PROOF OF SERVICE 




— ' DATR 


PLACE 




cnovnn 4/15/2008 
Sr.RV.Hi.> 


2875 Via Verde 
Springtieio t il oz/uj 




SI-iKVn.O ON (PRINT NAM IT) 

Drug Enforcement Administration 


MANNHROFSmtVICn 

Certified Mail 




SRKVMJIIY (tMtINT NAMH) 

Kristina Miller 


TlTUl 

Legal Assistant 




DECLARATION OF SERVER 



, declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States of Amen ea that the foregoing information contained 
in the Proof of Service is true and correct. 



Executed on 



4/15/2008 



DATE 




SF.SF^Yrt-V ,^1.,*. 

265 South Fifth Street, Suite 700 

ADtJRRSS OP SfiRViiR 

Springfield, Illinois 62701 



Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 45 (c), (d), and (c), as amended on 

(II Avulillw Urtdw I tunta of IJiipew*; Sunaww, A piuty or mm. ney ropojwih e fm 

W mi > punL l» the * U hp tna. Tte Ml* -Urt muri «ih«» ll* d V Jjd 

impoxe un nppmpriH'c xnnclinn - which may include to aroint* and iwinafale attorney * 
Ill-s on n jmrty nr attorney who I'uUm to comply. 

r 2> Command in L*nnlucu Material* or J Wli Inspection, 

1 A] Aimfflvncg N01 Kci|uireO. A pm*n emnmnnded to prodi-ee documents, 

mi nppenr iii pariHHi iff lw pid* of pwJnuiion or iwpceiion unletm film commanded » nppcnr 
lorn deposition, heininu,. nr trial, 

UJ) Ohjeciions. A nennn commiiiKlcil 10 produce (kicumcnu or uinntNc mm* 
pumli in^dum may icrvc on tho parly or uUumoy dialed IU, Ine Hubpuai* l« 
phieelion tn inttcfllflfi. copying toting or sampling uny or all ol the rn«lorial* «r In »^<"b 

The objection nuiHi te nerved hefore the curlier of the time specified for compliance or (4 day* 
unci- ll* Hflhppcmi in rerwsd. I ran ohjociion in miide, the followinn m1» apply: 

ti) At any time on "otiee » "» commanded pciwn, the wrvnti puny may move 
ihe ix*u inK court l«i 1111 order compelling produeli on w Impaction. 

(ii) Thw act* mny nc required opty at d.rccicd m <he order, and thenider nu 
pruteel HT«r»n who In neither u puny nor* party'* officer Oom signincunt c*pcn*c reailting 
I'rnm tmtjplJ«nce,. ■' 

- ■ <5) Omivbinir. m ■ Modiryinu n RubjHiciKi. 

IA) Wlwft Huqwiroil, On timely motion, the idling court mw\ qmwh or motliiy 11 

Kiibpfwnn tltnli 

[ i ) fUH* tn u I lw w ti rcunonn Wc lime lo comply; 

(it) riaimrci! a person who h neither * piirty nor u pj.rly'x oAwwr Ui Iravcl nuiru 
llun ItK) miles rmm wlwns Hint pewn iwWw, If employed, or rcgulwiy iramnwhwntwin 
| W >nn exwiH rtuil. ^uh|ccl to Ruk dS(c)(3)l»K»i^ ^ P^»n nUty by ^mmantlaU tci altanU 
11 inn I hy inwelimi rmm uny ftwri pi* we suwc where iht tnnl i* hckl; 

(iii) ixujuia^ diwlnmre nrprivilufioJ or other pnitacUacI mailer. iHm yxix-puon 

tir wiiivcr iinpliiw 

(iv) s«hjt:tlii ;i ptwrrn iti unJuc hurdon, 

(fj) When l^milUwl, T« noiicel u pciwin subject to uf ulTeeteJ by u mibfiwiw, tiw 
i^kdi m unn I niiiy. mm ftiwliuii, q ttiwh or rnoJl fjr itw whrworui ifll ruqulrun: 

(i) LliKdn*inu » imilc jsccka or nfhor wnl"nlcnl«(il rxiiceureh, develop ment, nr 
uimmcttTiiil inrorimiiioir, 

(il) illhckwlrte nn imwwIncO c^wrt'H opinion or inrnnwulon (hiii dow ■■«! 
Oe^eiihe Kpeeide uawrt'inMa fn d'ispiik and ratulu rhim the iwpurt^ study Ihui w» nm 
I'eauvKtwl hynptutyior , 

(iii) 11 pemnn who ix neither n party nnr u purl/* nffiecr lo incur Mi^tuntinl 

extft-ii*: U» Ititwl mwe ihun I IW milctt Lo ullciid uiul 

Snwiryin^CnftiJiiionh w nn AHcrrmiivc. In the cireumMn nccsftoer ibctl in Kulc 
<W(u»3MUK Aw <™«ri mtiy. ilHluml urijtinAlne or mlifyfiv u suhpoumu onbr uppciinmce nr 
pnuluoihm uniler Hp^lfkd corHiiiionH if the nerving pony! 



December 1,2007: 

(i) Khn^uttihsumtm] need fur the l^inumy nr nvttcrial Ihui cnnmil b«iiilwrwis« 
(il) cnnurc^ thin the jtuhpocnrnxl per-rni will he naw-imthly UiimpuNniwif. 

(I) Produein[i Uoeumcnth or I'.leeinviicnlly Stoivtl Inftirmniuin. I hwu pnnwdnw twly 
lu nnidudnu dotuntentH or dceLcvtnleufly Hlorud inrvirmution: 

' (A) OocHmcnlv. A pc^on rc ,pnndin U la a -uhpiiHtu. m produce doeu, « ti. m,M 
prtKluu. ih u ,n uk ihey urc kept In ihe anHnury amwc orhUHlnMrtor imi« n^ttii^ uml lubul (k-m 
10 wtTCFpond 10 iht cdlenorieH in the demnnd „ 

cm I'orin fur tnoUucln fi lUccummnlly Mured tnumttmnm Noi hpec. .ed. ir a 
Htipwrn to not .pceify n form Tor pnul^ing dccimmenlly rtnrwl Inrwnuijmn. ih« pcr«in 
rcnpondiHt muni prinluce it in h form or htm in which il is ord.nur.ly trnmiK.nii.-il nr m ^ 

(C) Micclroniciilly Storctl jnfnrmotion Mroduecd m Only One I'win. lite pU'wun 
rcKpond^ neol noi prwluec iho wmc clccimnictilly stored inronnoUon in more tlutn nne fttim 

(I j j lMeegwible HlccironiEttlly Smnsd Informution, The p«v on re^ondi ng wed not 
provide dtovery of electronically turd Infomntlhm IWim riourJt« that the panum idunl. rnw 
ltd roiwonahly uc^ihlo bcmiw of nnduo Wurden «r hl On molinn In compel discovery or 
fnr u nrptccilve onler, the person responding nwrt rtiow ihtit the informimnn in nnl rwwimihly 
WBMlblc hucaudt of unduo burden or com. Jflhui 1*0*% k r™de, the cnari m»y mine hck« 
order discovery (htm weh (tmw if U» rt^ueming pftrty nhown good nwu. eontmlerlini ihe 
.|imitJ.iinn*nrRm* 2ft(hX4XO. *"W •i»Url'«*r^^^ 
( 2) Chiming rrivl ic^c or I* mice lion. 

(A) laSnmamn WilhhcW. A person wiihhnldin K s«hpaen ( tcd mfonnnlMHi um(u n 
elHim thin il w privileged ur KUh}cct to pmteetimt liri irliiH»rv t >nniiioJt mnierlul n.usi: 
(!) expressly make the clwim; and 

(ii) <|c(<erlhc the nitlurt or the withheld doenmenls. enmmtmicjK'onh or 
i-^ihlDihih^m a manner Ihal.wUlioul roVeidin G information ihelfprivil^lonirtiieeletl. will 
crmhle the pti nicw lo nww i he etaim, , 
(U) Informuiion Pnidund. H mlnrmnVum pnulueud in renpiwnie to it wbpttcwi w 
mthlcct to u etnim of privilege or nf predion w Irhil-ptcptinition miiicrmU ihe netwn muku.g 
the claim may nolify «ny puny ihni rttieM the informjiMon or Ihe clnim (mil (he huKix lor H ; 
Atter bulne nolifiod, a purly miM prvmplly «t"r«. m***™- nr ^f llJUl 
infnrmaliun und .my copie, il hux: m U ,t nrt o.e or disclose the in formal u*n mil M die dill m IK 
revived; mum Uikc rctimmuhle mcpn to retrieve the informnlmn If ihe puny UittUtfed .1 beinrv 
heiim -miiflcdi und muy pwniptly p««srt llw inlbn.if.lbn if- the wwri under w»il fiir « 
,|eiormlnuti«n nf the elui.n. The pcnwi who pmdaeed the hUormnlinn mm prc^e Ihu 
inrnrrmiUcm umil the elnim is rejiolvcd, 

(C> C, X'SuJi!ii5 coun imty huld in «mfempl n pe™ who, huvin« h«en served, fulls whlunil 
fldequaie c»ui« to ohcy the suhpncmi. A nonpimy'K Oiilure m obey mnsi Ik- exeu^l . I the 
suhpntmu purports m require the nonparty lo irlleml nr produce in h place miimdB Ihe Imtlls of 
Rule 43(c)(l)(A)()i). 



Qnct^-r7lC-Nr-IH 
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PROOF OF SERVICE 

The undersigned certifies that copies of the foregoing instrument for Defendant 
Carpenter were served upon: 

Gregory E. Kulis 
Shehnaz I. Mansuri 
Gregory £. Kulis & Associates 
Suite 2140 
30 N. LaSallc Street 
Chicago, IL 60602 

Theresa M. Powell 
Heyl, Royster, Vdelker & Allen 

; SnitcS75 

I North Old State Capitol Plaza 
P.O. Box 1687 
Springfield, IL 62705 



J. Williams Roberts 
Charles Schmadeke 

Hinshaw & Culbertson 
Suite 200 
400 South 9 th Street 

Springfield, IL 62701 



James A. Lang 
Room 3 1 3 Municipal Center East 
800 East Monroe Street 
Springfield, IL 62701-1689 

by enclosing the same in envelopes addressed to such attorneys at their addresses, with postage 
fully prepaid, and by depositing said envelopes in a U.S. Post Office mailbox in Springfield, 
Illinois on this 15 th day of April, 2008. J ^ 

Tom Schaitele-^skipS^ 
Registratio^4jtni)ber 2473534 
Attorney fbfDefendant, Paul Carpenter 
Brown, Hay & Stephens, LLP 
205 S. Fifth Street, Suite 700 
P.O. Box 2459 
Springfield, IL 62705-2459 
(217) 544-8491 
Fax:(217)544-9609 
E-mail: ts-hfglbhslaw.com 
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FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT REQUEST FOR DRUG EN FORCEMENT 
Xd MINISTRATION RECORDS REGARDING DANNYJ. SIDENER, JR. 

To: Katherine L. Myrick, Chief 

Freedom of Information Operations Unit 
FOI/Records Management Section 
Drug Enforcement Administration 
Department of Justice 
West Building, 6 th Floor 
700 Army Navy Drive 
Arlington, VA 22202 

] PERSON MAKING REQUEST . This Request is made by Tom Schanzle- 
Haskins. Mr. Schanzle-Haskins is an attorney, licensed to practice law in the State of Illinois, 
United States District Court for the Central District of Illinois, Southern District of Illinois, 
Seventh Circuit Court of Appeals, and United States Supreme Court. Mr. Schanzle-Haskins 
represents Paul Carpenter who is Defendant in litigation filed by Larry M. Washington and 
Jennifer A. Jenkins currently pending as Case No. 07-3075 in the United States Central District 
of Illinois. A copy of the Complaint from that case is attached hereto as Exhibit A. 

?. MATERIAL REQUESTED . Any interviews, including but not limited to Form 
DEA-6 interview reports, reflecting interviews of Danny J. Sidener, Jr. ("Sidener"), which 
mention or refer to Larry Washington and/or Jennifer Jenkins, including but not limited to 
handwritten notes, typed reports of interviews, recorded interviews, transcriptions of recorded 
interviews, telephone conversations or statements made by Sidener concerning Larry 
Washington and/or Jennifer Jenkins. These materials originated in the Resident DEA Office in 
Springfield, Illinois. The case agent involved was DEA Special Agent. Richard Dollus. 

3. RELEVANT INFORMATION AND BACKGROUND OF SIDENER . The 
Complaint filed by Larry Washington and Jennifer Jenkins, copy of which is attached as Exhibit 
A. alleges a purported illegal search by the Defendant, police officers, and. additionally, alleges 

I— EBBTH 
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that the Defendant police officers "planted" drugs in the home occupied by the Plaintiffs. All 
Defendants deny the allegations. 

During a search of the Plaintiffs' residence in March of 2005, a large digital scale, 
ziplock bags, and approximately 500 grams of powder cocaine were found in the home. Plaintiff 
Washington has admitted he was convicted of possession of controlled substance in 1993 and 
was released from custody in 1994. Washington indicates he is self-employed as a concert and 
party promoter. Washington was interviewed after his arrest and denied that he sold cocaine. 

In Washington's Answers to Interrogatories filed in the litigation, Washington indicated 
that Sidener telephoned him after Washington's arrest on March 17, 2005 and provided 
Washington details which had not been reported in the news media. 

On October 16, 2006, Sidener entered a guilty plea in USA v. Sidener, criminal number 
3:05-CR-301 01, United States District Court of Central District of Illinois. A copy of the docket 
sheet in that case is attached hereto as Exhibit B. Sidener pled guilty to conspiracy to distribute 
cocaine, distribution of cocaine and use of a telephone to facilitate a drug offense. The docket 
entry on January 23, 2007, indicates that the schedule for sentencing provided ample time for the 
Government and Sidener to finalize the issues regarding his cooperation and sentencing. On 
February 26, 2007. the Court granted the Government's Motion for Downward Departure and 
Sidener was sentenced to 81 months imprisonment. 

The attorney who initially represented Sidener in the federal criminal matter, in which 
Sidener ultimately entered a guilty plea, was disbarred by the Illinois Attorney Registration and 
Disciplinary Commission. Among the allegations contained in the pleadings filed in the matter 
of John Anthony Maurer, before the Hearing Board of the Illinois Attorney Registration and 
Disciplinary Commission, Docket No. 07-SH-6 were statements which indicated that Sidener 



? 
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was concerned that people believed he had cooperated with the Springfield Police in the 
investigation involving Plaintiff Larry Washington. Sidener asked Attorney Maurer to get copies 
of the police reports in the Washington case to prove that Sidener was not the person who 
cooperated with the police. 

The circumstances presented here indicate that Sidener has knowledge of Washington's 
drug related activities. Washington has specifically denied that he is involved in drug related 
activities and contends that law enforcement officers "planted" cocaine in his residence. 

Sidener recently gave a lengthy interview to a newspaper reporter which was published in 
the Illinois Times on March 20, 2008. A copy of the article is attached hereto as Exhibit C. The 
article indicates that Sidener has provided details regarding his drug related activities to the 
Government, the press and the public. 

Sidener' s cooperation with the Government, as well as his willingness to discuss his 
criminal activities with the press indicate that Sidener has relinquished his personal privacy 
interests regarding his drug activity and the public interest in disclosure of his statements to the 
DEA concerning Washington, in order to defend the allegations made in Washington's 
Complaint, attached hereto as Exhibit A, carry a strong public interest in the disclosure of 
Washington's drug activity which may have been disclosed by Sidener which override any 
privacy interest of Sidener. 

WHEREFORE, the undersigned requests that the information specified above be 



3:08-cv-03154-JES-BGC #1 Page 20 of 46 



Under declaration, I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct 
and that ] am a citizen of the United States. 



Tom 'S G'hMzle-Haskln^ v 



SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me this 





u 


,,(J 


'At- 




i Notary Public 



OFFICIAL SEAL + 
% KRISHNA MILLER % 

\ NOTARY PUBLIC, STATE OF ILLINOIS % 
% MY COMMISSION EXPIRES 6-21-2011, % 



May H, 2U0miiil\F:V[SH'>CARI'i:NTKk. I'AUL>FI)IA REQUEST TO OOJ.DOC' 
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E-FILED 

Wednesday, 14 March, 2007 02:05:56 PM 
Clerk, U.S. District Court, ILCD 



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS 

LARRY M. WASHINGTON and ) 

JENNIFER A. JENKINS, ) Case No. 07-3075 

) 

Plaintiffs, ) Jud 8 e 

) 

v ) Magistrate Judge 

) 

CITY OF SPRINGFIELD, DETECTIVE ) Jury Demand 
PAUL CARPENTER, DETECTIVE ) 
JAMES GRAHAM, DETECTIVE S. ) 
WELSH, DETECTIVE J.T. ) 
WOOLDRIDGE, LT. RICKEY DAVIS, ) 
and DEPUTY CHIEF WILLIAM ) 
ROUSE, individually, ) 

) 

Defendants. ) 

COMPLAINT 

NOW COMES the Plaintiffs, Larry M. Washington and Jennifer A. Jenkins, by 
and their attorneys, Gregory E. Kulis & Associates, Ltd., and The Law Offices of Tamara 
Holder, Attorney at Law, complaining against the Defendants, Detective Paul Carpenter, 
Detective James Graham, Detective S. Welsh, Detective J.T. Wooldridge, Lt. Rickey 
Davis, and Deputy Chief William Rouse, individually, and the City of Springfield, as 
follows: 

Count I - Conspiracy to Violate the Plaintiffs' Congtihuaonaj Rights and Unlawful Search 

1 . This action is brought pursuant to the Laws of the United States 
Constitution, specifically, 42 U.S.C. § 1983 and § 1988, and the laws of the State of 
Illinois, to redress deprivations of the Civil Rights of the Plaintiffs, and accomplished by 
acts and/or omissions of the Defendants committed under color of law. 

2. Jurisdiction is based on Title 28 U.S.C. §1343 and §1 331 and 
supplemental Jurisdiction of the Stale of Illinois. 

3. The Plaintiffs, Larry M. Washington and Jennifer A. Jenkins, at ail 
relevant times, were United States citizens and permanent residents of the Stale of 
Illinois. 



2 
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4. The Defendants, Detective Paul Carpenter, Detective James Graham, 
Detective S. Welsh, Detective J.T. Wooldridge, Lt. Rickey Davis and Deputy Chief 
William Rouse, were at all relevant times, duly appointed police officers of the City of 
Springfield and at all relevant times, were acting within their scope of employment and 
under color of law, 

5. Defendant Lt. Rickey Davis was the supervisor of Defendants Detective 
Paul Carpenter, Detective James Graham, Detective S. Welsh, and Detective J.T. 
Wooldridge. 

6. Defendant Deputy Chief Bill Rouse was the Deputy Chief in charge of the 
unit supervised by Lt. Rickey Davis and containing Detective Paul Carpenter, Detective 
James Graham, Detective S. Welsh, and Detective J.T. Wooldridge. 

7. On March 1 6, 2005, the Plaintiffs were living at 1429 Guemes Court in 

the City of Springfield, Illinois. 

8. The Plaintiffs were not committing any crime or breaking any laws. 

9. The Defendants, Detective Paul Carpenter and Detective James Graham, 
met and agree to falsify information to obtain a warrant to search the Plaintiffs' residence 
and set up the Plaintiffs on false criminal charges. 

1 0. In meeting and agreeing to falsely obtain a search warrant, Defendants 
Detective Paul Carpenter and Detective James Graham, therefore conspired to violate the 
Plaintiffs' Constitutional Rights pursuant to the Fourth and Fourteenth Amendments. 

1 1 . The Defendants, Detective Paul Carpenter and Detective James Graham, 
obtained a search warrant for the Plaintiffs' residence. 

1 2. The search warrant was obtained through false pretenses and Defendant 
Carpenter and Graham's agreement to make fraudulent statements. 

13. On March 1 7, 2005, Defendants Detective Paul Carpenter, Detective 
James Graham, Detective S. Welsh, and Detective J.T. Wooldridge, searched the 

Plaintiffs' residence. 

14. On March 17, 2005, Defendants Detective Paul Carpenter, Detective 
James Graham, Detective S. Welsh, and Detective J.T. Wooldridge, falsely arrested the 
Plaintiffs, 

1 5. The actions of the Defendants were intentional, willful, and wanton. 



2 
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16. Said actions constitute a violation of the Plaintiffs' Fourth and Fourteenth 
Amendment Rights to the United States Constitution as protected by 42 U.S.C. § 1983 

17. As a direct and proximate consequence of said conduct of the Defendants, 
the Plaintiffs suffered fear, emotional distress, and anxiety. 

Wherefore, the Plaintiffs, Larry M. Washington and Jennifer A. Jenkins, pray for 
judgment against the Defendants, Detective Paul Carpenter, Detective James Graham, 
Detective S. Welsh, and Detective J.T. Wooldridge, jointly and severally, for 
compensatory damages in excess of One Hundred Thousand Dollars ($100,000.00), 
punitive damages in excess of Fifty Thousand Dollars ($50,000.00), plus attorneys' fees 
and costs. 

Count II — False Arrest 

1-12. The Plaintiffs reallege and incorporate their allegations of paragraphs 1-12 
of Count 1 as their respective allegations of paragraphs 1 -1 2 of Count II as though fully 
set forth herein. 

13. On March 17, 2005, the Defendants brought in drug dogs and searched the 

Plaintiffs' residence. 

1 4. No contraband or illegal substances were found. 

15. The Defendants, Detective Paul Carpenter, Detective James Graham, 
Detective S. Welsh, and Detective J.T. Wooldridge, agreed and then planted drugs in the 

Plaintiffs' residence. 

1 6. The Defendants arrested the Plaintiffs for possession of narcotics and 

manufacturing narcotics. 

J 7. These charges were false. 

1 8. The Defendants did not have probable cause to arrest the Plaintiffs. 
] 9. The Defendants did not have probable cause to charge the Plaintiffs. 

20. Said actions of the Defendants were intentional, willful, and wanton. 

21 . Said actions of the Defendants violated the Plaintiffs* Fourth and 
Fourteenth Amendment Rights of the United States Constitution and were in violation of 
said rights protected by 42 U.S.C. §1983, 

22. As a direct and proximate consequence of said conduct of the Defendants, 
Detective Paul Carpenter, Detective James Graham, Detective S. Welsh, and Detective 



3 
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J,T. Wooldridge, the Plaintiffs, Larry M. Washington and Jennifer A. Jenkins, suffered 
violations of their constitutional rights, emotional anxiety, fear, pain and suffering and 
monetary expense. 

Wherefore, the Plaintiffs, Larry VL Washington and Jennifer A. Jenkins, pray for 
judgment against the Defendants, Detective Paul Carpenter, Detective James Graham, 
Detective S. Welsh, and Detective J.T. Wooldridge, jointly and severally, for 
compensatory damages in excess of Five Hundred Thousand Dollars ($500,000.00), 
punitive damages in excess of Five Hundred Thousand Dollars ($500,000.00), plus 

attorneys' fees and costs. 

Count III — Monell-Practice and Policy Claim against City of Springfield 
Lt. Rickey Davis and Deputy Chief William Rouse 

1 -22. The Plaintiffs reallege and incorporate their allegations of paragraphs 1 -22 
of Count II as their respective allegations of paragraphs 1-22 of Count III as though fully 
set forth herein. 

23. The City of Springfield is officially responsible for the supervision of all 
police officers of the Springfield Police Department and for setting customs, practices 
and policy. 

24. In 2005, the City of Springfield initiated, maintained, and allowed a 
custom, practice and policy to exist whereby: 

a. police officers conduct "garbage rip" and "trash pull" operations to falsely 
obtain warrants; 

b. as pan of these operations, individuals are illegally searched; 

c. Detective Paul Carpenter and Detective James Graham were allowed to 
file false affidavits in order to obtain search warrants; 

d. the City of Springfield and Deputy Chief William Rouse were aware of 
Detective Carpenter and Detective Graham's illegal actions; 

e. Detective Paul Carpenter, Detective James Graham, Detective S. Welsh, 
and Detective J.T. Wooldridge violated numerous police department rules 
and regulations which resulted in violations of citizens' Constitutional 
Rights; 
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f. Deputy Chief William Rouse allowed said illegal and unconstitutional 
behavior to exist. 

g. the City of Springfield, despite knowledge the actions of Detective Paul 
Carpenter, Detective James Graham, Detective S, Welsh, and Detective 
J.T. Wooldridge, failed to adequately supervise or discipline the 
Defendants; 

h. the City of Springfield therefore allowed Detective Paul Carpenter and 
Detective James Graham, Detective S. Welsh, and Detective J.T. 
Wooldridge to operate as rogue police officers; and, 

i. Lt. Rickey Davis, as the direct supervisor of Detective Paul Carpenter, 
Detective James Graham, Detective S. Welsh, and Detective J.T. 
Wooldridge, became aware of the officers' illegal and unconstitutional 
acts, but failed to go to the Chief of Police or to discipline these officers, 

25. The Plaintiffs have a reasonable belief that other individuals were 
similarly arrested by the Defendants. 

26. The City of Springfield, its police chief, and supervisors were aware of the 
practices of Detective Pau] Carpenter, Detective James Graham, Detective S. Welsh, and 
Detective J.T. Wooldridge but did nothing to supervise or correct them. 

27. As a result of these rogue Detectives, Paul Carpenter, James Graham, S. 
Welsh and J.T. Wooldridge, the Plaintiffs' rights were violated. 

28. These customs, practices, and policies of the City of Springfield as to 
Detective Paul Carpenter, Detective James Graham Detective S. Welsh, and Detective 
J.T. Wooldridge and the failure to supervise or correct their actions were a force behind 
the unlawful acts against the Plaintiffs and facilitated these acts. 

29. Said custom, practice, and policy violated the Plaintiffs' Fourth and 
Fourteenth Amendment Rights of the United States Constitution and were violation of 
said rights protected by 42 U.S.C. § 1983. 

30. As a direct and proximate consequence of said conduct of the Defendants, 
Lt. Rickey Davis, Deputy Chief William Rouse, and the City of Springfield, the Plaintiffs 
suffered violations of their constitutional rights, emotional anxiety, fear, humiliation, 
insult, monetary loss, pain, and suffering. 
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Wherefore, the Plaintiffs, Larry M. Washington and Jennifer A. Jenkins, pray for 
judgment against the Defendants, Lt. Rickey Davis, Deputy Chief William Rouse, and 
the City of Springfield, for compensatory damages in excess of One Million Dollars 
($] ,000,000.00), plus attorneys' fees and costs. 

Count IV- False Arrest Plaintiff Washington against Defendant Rickey Davis 

] -28. The Plaintiff, Larry Washington, hereby realleges and incorporates his 
allegations of paragraph 1-28 of Count 111 as his respective allegations of paragraphs 1-28 
of Count IV as though fully set forth herein. 

29. In furtherance of the customs, practice and policy of the City of 
Springfield, and in an effort to further harm the Plaintiff, Larry Washington, the 
Defendant, Rickey Davis, made false allegations in May 2006 "Larry Washington 
committed the crime of 'harassment of a witness'" 

30. As a result of these allegations Defendant Rickey Davis had Plaintiff 
Larry Washington arrested and had his bond increased. 

31. As a result of the actions of Defendant, Rickey Davis, the Plaintiffs bond 
was increased 

32. As a result of the actions of Defendant, Rickey Davis, the Plaintiff was 

jailed for several months. 

33. The actions of Defendant Rickey Davis were intentional, willful and 

wanton. 

34. As a direct and proximate consequence of said conduct of the Defendant, 
Rickey Davis, the Plaintiffs, Larry M. Washington, suffered violations of his 
constitutional rights, emotional anxiety, fear, pain and suffering and monetary expense. 

Wherefore, the Plaintiff, Larry M. Washington, prays for judgment against the 
Defendant, Rickey Davis, for compensatory damages in excess of One Million Dollars 
($1,000,000.00), punitive damages in excess of Five Hundred Thousand Dollars 
($500,000.00), plus attorneys' fees and costs. 
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Respectfully submitted, 

Larry M. Washington and 
Jennifer A. Jenkins 

/s/Gregory E. Kulis 
Gregory E. Kulis 

Gregory E. Kulis & Associates, Ltd. 



Tamara Holder 

Law Offices of Tamara Holder 



Gregory E. Kulis & Associates, Ltd 
30 N. LaSalle Street, #2140 
Chicago, IL 60602 
(312) 580-1830 

Law Offices of Tamara Holder 
70 W. Madison St. #1400 
Chicago, IL 60602 
(312) 214-3223 



7 
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U.S. District Court 
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS (Springfield) 
CRIMINAL DOCKET FOR CASE #: 3:05-cr-301 01-JES-BGC AH Defendants 



Case title: USA v, Sidener 

Magistrate judge ease number: 3:05-mj-03062-BGC 



Date Filed: 11/17/2005 
Date Terminated: 02/28/2007 



Assigned to: Judge Jeanne E, Scott 
Referred to: Magistrate Judge Byron G. 
Cudmore 

Defend ant 11} 

Dannv J Sidener* Jr 

TERMINATED: 02/28 / 2007 



EXHIBIT 



i 



represented by John A Maurer 
1216 S Fifth St 
Springfield, 1L 62703 
217-525-8678 
Fax:217-523-6694 
Email: jmauUaiaol.com 
TERMINATED: 11/30/2005 
LEAD ATTORNEY 
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED 
Designation: Retained 

Jeffrey T Page 

TIM ONE Y & PAGE 

808 S Second St 

Springfield, IL 62704 

21 7-522-1944 

Fax:217-523-2549 

Email: jeffpagelawoffieeteyahoo.com 

A TTORNEY TO BE NOTICED 

Design a! ion : R c 1 f a in e d 



Pe ndin g Counts 

21 :846=ND.F CONSPIRACY TO 
DISTRIBUTE NARCOTICS - From at 
least January of 2004 until October 28. 
2005 defendant conspired to distribute 5 
kilograms or more of a mixture 
containing cocaine in violation of 
21:846 and 841(a)(l ) and (b)( 1 )(A )(ii) 
ih 



Dis posi tion 

Defendant sentenced to SI months 
imprisonment on each of counts 1 and 2 
and 48 months on count 3 to run 
concurrently with each other and 60 
months on count 4 to run consecutively 
to counts 1-3: 5 years supervised release 
on each of counts K 2 and 4 and 1 year 
on 3 to run concurrently with each 
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n j -841 A-ND.F - NARCOTICS - 
SELL. DISTRIBUTE. OR DISPENSE - 
ON or about October 28. 2005 
defendant distributed 500 grams or 
more of a mixture containing cocaine in 
violation of 21 :K41 ( a)( 1 ) and 841(b)(1) 
(B)fii) 
(2) 



21:S43B=ND.F - USE 
COMMUNICATIONS FACILITY - 
NARCOTIC - DISTRIBUTE - On or 
about October 28. 2005 defendant used 
a telephone to facilitate a drug offense 
in violation of 21 : 843(b) 
(3) 



18:924C.F- VIOLENT 
CRIME/DRUGS/MACHINE GUN - 
On or about October 28 : 2005 ^ 
defendant was in possession of a 
firearm in furtherance of a drug 
trafficking crime in violation of 1 8:924 
(cHl J(A) 
(4) 

2L853.F- CRIMINAL 
FORFEITURES - As a result of the 
offenses in Counts 1 through 3 of this 
Indictment, defendant shall forfeit all 
property, real and personal, involved in 
the offenses and all property traceable 
to such offenses, which are proceeds 
obtained direct!)' or indirectly from the 
commission of the aforesaid violations 
of 21 :841('a) and (b)(l)( A)fii) and 846 
pursuant to 21 : 853 
(5) 

HighescOfe 
Felony 



other: $400.00 special assessment: 

Defendant sentenced to 81 months 
imprisonment on each of counts 1 and 2 
and 48 months on count 3 to run 
concurrently with each other and 60 
months on count 4 to run consecutive])' 
to counts 1-3:5 years supervised release 
on each of counts 1 . 2 and 4 and 1 year 
on 3 to run concurrently with each 
Cither: $400.00 special assessment: 

Defendant sentenced to 81 months 
imprisonment on each of counts 1 and 2 
and 48 months on count 3 to run 
concurrently with each other and 60 
months on count 4 to run consecutively 
to counts 1-3; 5 years supervised release 
on each of counts 1 . 2 and 4 and 1 year 
on 3 to run concurrently with each 
other; $400.00 special assessment; 

Defendant sentenced to 81 months 
imprisonment on each of counts 1 and 2 
and 48 months on count 3 to run 
concur]" entlv with each other and 60 
months on count 4 to run consecutively 
io counts L3: 5 years supervised release 
on each of counts 1 ? 2 and 4 and 1 year 
on 3 to run concurrently with each 
other: $400.00 special assessment; 

Defendant sentenced to 81 months 
imprisonment on each of counts 1 and 2 
and 48 months on count 3 to run 
concurrent!) with each other and 60 
months on count 4 to run consecutively 
to counts 1-3; 5 years supervised release 
on each of counts 1 . 2 and 4 and 1 year 
on 3 to run concurrent!) with each 
other; $400.00 special assessment: 



Termin a ted .Counts 
None 



IMsposLtitm 
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Highest Offense: Lo t-! (Tcrminiitcd) 

None 

Complain Is 

21 ;846=CD.F, 1 8:924C.F - On or about 
April 2005 lo October 28. 2005 in 
Sangamon and Christian counties. 
(Count 1) defendants did conspire to 
distribute five or more kilograms of 
cocaine in violation of 21 :846. 841(a) 
(l)and (b)(l.)(A)(ii)and (Count 2) 
defendant Danny J Sidener Jr did 
knowingly possess a firearm in 
furtherance of a drug trafficking crime 
in violation ofl 8 :924<c)(l)( A). 



I>isp_psjtiori 

Defendant sentenced to 81 months 
imprisonment on each of counts 1 and 2 
and 48 months on count 3 to run 
concurrently with each other and 60 
months on count 4 to run consecutively 
to counts 1-3; 5 years supervised release 
on each of counts 1.2 and 4 and 1 year 
on 3 to run concurrently with each 
other; 3.400.00 special assessment: 



InjU^tedJPartv 

Danny J Sidener, Sr 

TERMJNA TED: 1 1/22/2006 



represented bv Charles H Delano, IV 

DELANO LAW OFFICES PC 

One Southeast Old State Capitol Plaza 

Springfield. IL 62701 

(2 17} 544-2703 

LEAD ATTORNEY 

A TTORKEY TO BE NOTICED 



Plaintiff 
USA 



represented by David E Risley 
US ATTY 
318 S Sixth 

Springfield. IE 62701-1806 
(217) 492-4450 
Fax:492-4512 

Email : david .risl ey i'5»usdoj . gov 
LEAD ATTORNEY 
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED 

Esfehan F Sanchez 
US ATTY 
318 S Sixth 

Springfield. IL 62701-1806 
217-492-4450 
Fax:217-492-4044 
Email: esteban.sanchez.'S 
TERMJNA TED: 04 '05-2006 
LEAD ATTORNEY 



MOW 



ELECTRONIC 



4 ol 



ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED 

,t<thn E Childress 
US A'iTY 
318 S Sixth 

Springfield. It 62701-1806 

217-492-4450 

Fax: 217-492-4512 

Email : juhn.childressfihusdoj .gov 

TERhilNA TED: 1 1)3 1/2006 

LEAD ATTORNEY 

ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED 



Patricia A Melnerney 

US ATTY 
318 S Sixth 

Springfield, IL 62701-1806 
21 7-492-4450 
Fax: 217-492-4512 

Email : patri cia. a.mcinerney(2»usdoj . gov 
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED 



Date Filed 



10/31/2005 



C t qe w a LFTJ as to Dannv J Sidener, Jr, Michael D Mohan, Earl V 
Sidener, Adam Martin (MR, ilcd) [3:05-mj-03062-BGCl (Entered: 
10/31/2005) 



10/31/2005 



COMPLAINT as to Danny J Sidener. Jr (1 ) ; lN4.ich.ael D Mohan (2) Earl V 
Sidener (3f Adam Martin (4). (MR. ilcd) [3:05-tnj-03062-BGC] (Entered: 
10/31/2005) 



10/31/2005 



10/31/2005 



11/01/2005 



1/01/2005 



TEXT ORDER' Before U.S. Magistrate Judge Byron G. Cudmore. Present 
AU S A Sanchez and DEA Special Agent Richard Dollus. Affiant sworn. 
Affidavit and Complaint executed. Court finds probable cause. Arrest warrants 
ordered to issue with no bond. File sealed pending Rather order o:l Court 
Entered on 10/31/05. (MR. ilcd) [3:05-mi-03062-BGC ] (Entered: 10/M/200M 



Arrest of Danny J Sidener. Jr. Michael D Mohan. Earl V Sidener. Adam .Martin 
(MR ilcd) 13:05-mj~03062-BGC] (Entered: 11/01/ 2003 J 



ORAL MOTION to Unseal Case by USA as to ah defendants. (MR. ilcd) 
[3:05-mj-03062-BGC] (Entered: 11/0 1/2005) 



Minute Entry for proceedings held before Judge Byron O. Cudmore dmtial 
Appearance as to Danny J Sidener. h, Michael D Mohan, Earl V sidener. 
Adam Martin held on 1 1/1/2005. AUS.A Esteban Sanchez present on behalf ol 
the GoM Dft Dannv J Sidener Jr present with retained counsel John Maurer. 
Dft Michael Mohan i:>resent without counsel. Dft Earl Sidener present with 
retained counsel David Harris. Dft Adam Martin present with Attorney 
Wiilliam Panichi. Attorneys Maurer and Harris orally enter their appearance. 



12/2008 







Mtornev Panichi oralh' enters a limited appearance. Ally Famcfe ordered to 
confirm' appearance as counsel for dfi Martin within 7 days. The Govt state. 
Lhat Atlornev Monore McWard has been contacted by dft Mohan. Arty _ 
McWard unable to be present. Dfls advised of rights, charges, and penalties. 
The Go vi seeks detention as to dfi Danny Sidener and Mohan. 1 he Covl 
recommends release on bond for dft Earl Sidener and Martin. Prehmmarv &c 
Detention Hearini> set for 1 1/3/2005 10:00 AM as to dft Danny Sidener: and tor 
1 1 D/'HKD 1 1 -00 AM as to dft Mohan in Courtroom 3 before Magistrate Judge 
Bvron G~ Cudmore. Dfi Earl Sidener waives his right to preliminary hearing. 
Pfehminarv Hearing set lor 1 1/1 0/2005 10:00 AM as to dft Martin. Dft Danny 
Sidener and Mohan ordered temporarily detained and remanded to the custody 

,. , , ,„ . . 11/-- a„,-c- tin i\(U\ f'VR RnnH spi fnr dft Earl Sidener 

of the US Marshals. Court oicleis MU.uuu u,k duuu *cl iui ujl mm 

and Martin. Objection made by dfls' counsel regarding home confinement 

condition. Objections overruled. (MR. iled) (Deleted duplicate lexL Modified 

on 11P/X)05")(MR. ilcd). [3:05-mj-03062-BGC] (Entered: ll/01/20(bj 


] 1/03/2005 




ORAL MOTION to Continue Deiemion Hearing by Danny J Sidener. Jr. (MR, 
iled ) 1 3 : 05-mj-03O62-BGC] (Entered: 1 1 /03/2005 ) j 


1 ] /03/2005 




Minute Enlrv for proceedings held before Judge Byron G 
Cudmore dVeliminarv & Detention Hearing as to Danny J Sidener, Jr held on 
1 1/3'">005 AUSA Esteban Sanchez present on behalf of the Govt. Dfi present 
in custody with Attorney John Maurer. Oral motion by dfi to continue detention 
heann<> Oral motion allowed. Detention Hearing continued to 1 1/BAOOd ib.uu 
PM in Courtroom 3 before Magistrate Judge Byron G. Cudmore. Dft waives 

!• i ■ ., r^n^ ri cr-^c rlfi nf nrncpHnral riahtS. 
rfohl to preliminary hearing. Couit advises ine an oi pioccuuiai j.wiu. . 

Temnorarv Order of Detention to remain in full force and effect pending 
pending detention hearing. (MR. ilcd) [3 :()5-inj-03062-B GC] (Entered: 
11/03/^005) 


11/08/2005 
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NOTICE OF ATTORNEY APPEARANCE: Jeffrey T Page appearing for 
Dannv 1 Sidener. Jr and John A. Maurer appearing for Danny J Sidener. Jr. 
fPa^e Jeffrey) [3;05-mj-03062-BGC] (Entered: 11/08/2005) 


] 1/08/2005 


14 


POSITION bv Danny J Sidener. Jr regarding Defendant Sidener's Proff er m 
Support of Setting Appropriate Bond. (Page. Jeffrey ) [3 :05-mj-03062-BGC] 
(Entered: 11/08/2005) 


11/0 8/2005 




Minute Entrv lor proceedings held before Judge Byron G. Cudmore Retention 
Hearina as to Dannv J Sidener. Jr held on 1 1/8/2005. AUSA Esteban Sanchez 
present" on behalf of the Govt. Dfi Sidener present in custody with Attorneys 
John Maurer and Jeff Page. Parties proffer regarding cletenti on/rel ease. 
Witnesses called, sworn, and testify . Parties present argument and rebuttal . 
Court finds clear and convincing evidence that requires defendant s detention 
Dfi advised of procedural rights. Court ordeisthe Oovi to me a piopuscu iu 
of Deiemion bv ) h'14/05. Objections are due 3 days thereafter. Dfi remanded to 
the custody of 'the US Marshals. (MR. ilcd) l3:05-mj-03062-BGCj (Entered: 
11/09/2005) 


11. '10/2005 


1.7 


. , flT irr /.r rit n-'f i \7") PPOPO^Ff) CJPDFR OF DETEh FJOF br USA as 
to Danny J Sidener. Jr (Sanchez. Esteban) [?:05-mj-03062-BGC] (Entered: 
1 l/UDfoOSt 
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1 1/15/2005 


U 
' o 


Arrest Warrant Relumed Executed on 1 008/05 as to Danny J Sidener.. Jr. (MR. 


1 1/16/2005 


^ 


ORDRK OF DETENTION as lo Danny J Sidener. Jr , Entered by Judge B> Ton 
^ r l^nn i ] Mvir ilrrh H *()>-mi-f)"(J62-BGC I (Entered: 

11/16/2005) 


11/17/2005 


"i A 


INDICTMENT as 10 Danny J Sidener. Jr ( 1 j coum(s) 1 . 2. 3. 4. 5. fMC. tied) 
(Entered: J J/J 1/j.IKD) 


11/28/2005 




NO TICE OF HEARING as to Danny J Sidener, Jr Arraignment set ior 

i i ;^f\n<\o< m H)'^0 AM in Cmim-nom ^ before Magistrate Judge Byron G, 

Cudmore . i M C . i I cd ) (Entered : 11 12 8/2 005 ) 


11/30/2005 




MOTION to Withdraw as Attorne\ by John Maurer by Defenda.nl Danny J 
Sidener. Jr. (MR. ilcd ) ('Entered: 1 2/0 1 /2005 ) 


1 1/30/2005 




Minute Entrv for proceed! nas held before Judge Byron G. 
Cudmore :Arraianmem as lo Danny J Sidener Jr ( 1 .] Count 1 .2,3.4.? held on 
1 1 ''30^005 AUSA Esteban Sanchez present on behalf ol the Govt. Dll present 
in cuslodv with Attorneys John Maurer and Jeff Page. M otion to Withdraw as 
counsel filed bv Attv Maurer. Motion allowed. Atty Maurer excused. Dft ^ 
advised of charaes and. penalties. Dft waives reading of the Indictment. Dtt 
arraigned: Not Guilty pleas entered to Counts 1 03.4 (Count 5 -Forfeiture) 
Pretrial Conference set for 1/6/2006 09:00 AM and Jury Trial set lor l/9,,.00o 
09-00 AM in Courtroom 1 before Judge Jeanne E. Scott. Discovery to 
commence. Order of Detention to remain in full force and effect. (MR. ilcd) 
(Entered: 12/01/2005) 


01/06/2006 




Minute Entrv for proceedings held before Judge Jeanne E. Scott : 
MISCELLANEOUS HEARING. AUSA Esteban Sanchez present ior 
government. Defendant present in person and with his attorney, Jeffrey Page. 
Defendant filed a motion to continue in magistrate case 05-3002. Defendant s 
motion "ranted. The Court finds that the ends of justice served by granting the 
continuance outwekh the best interest of Defendant and the public m a speedy 
trial 1 8 USC section 3 163 (h)(8)(A). All pretrial motions lo be filed by 
VI 7'">006 Pretrial Conference rescheduled to Friday, March 24. 2006 at 9:00 
am Trial dale of 1/9/2006 canceled and reset to Monday. April 3. 2006. at 9:00 
am! Defendant remanded to the custody of the US Marshals. (Court Reporter K. 
Sullivan. ) ( CT. ilcd) (Entered: 1 /06/2006 ) 


01/06/2006 


26 


STRICKEN. INADVERTANTLY DOCKETED IN THE WRONG CASE, 
nnnrn « n imni^mMiiqiinn nf the Sentencing Guidelines as Lo Danny J 
Sidener. Jr . Entered by Judge Jeanne E. Scott on 1/6/2006. (CT. ilcd) Modified 
on M1GOO6 (CT. ilcd). (Entered: 01/06/2006) 


01/18/2006 




■■;■■-!-'- sr.ALEfJ MOTION (CT. ilcd) (Entered: 01/1 8/2006.) 


01/18/2006 


"<? 


ORDER «r K t>vli'S 27 Staled Motion as lo Dann\ J Sidener Jr (1). Entered by 
ImH.tp leanne E. Scott on 1/18/2006. (CT. ilcd) (Entered: 01/1 8/2006) 


02/06/2006 




Notice of Docket Text or Event Modification re IT Order IN AD VER'l ANTL V 
DOCKEDT IN THE. WRONG CASE. DOCUMENT STRICKEN. (CI. ilcd) 



r^i , n . ...fn/t ~ ,1 \ n o o a ■■; / \ a. z j l7 ful :u' 1 Jo _! U 
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f Entered: (P '06/2006) 


03/23/2006 




MOTION 10 Continue Prv-Trial and Trial Sellings by Danny J Sidener. Jr. 
:y~ A :>< Jeffrevi (Entered: 03/23/2006) 


03/23/2006 




TFXT OI-'DFR- Before ihe Coun is Defendant's .Motion to Continue Pre- 1 rial 
and Trial Setting fd'e 29). Defendant requests a continuance to complete a 
review of the Government's voluminous discovery and prepare his deiense: lie 
Government has no objection to the Motion. The Court finds that the ends ol 
justice served bv granting a continuance for the reasons stated outweigh the 
best interests of the Defendant and the public in a speedy trial. See lb U.b.L. 

-. , / /o>, a , T i i r n rcYiD i» ii-i<--> i\/i/»iinn pillowed The Jmal pretnal set 
Sec 3] 6l(h)(N)(A). 1 1-lhJvhrU.K.t-. tnc iviouuu u. cihum lu. i ut J 

March ^4 °006 at 9:00 a.m. is canceled and reset for June 12. 2006. at 1 1 :0U 

a m. The trial set April 3. 2006. is continued to July 1 1 . 2006. at 9:00 a m 

Entered bv Judae Jeanne E, Scott on 3/23/06. (MC tied) (Entered: 0M2M2006) 


03/23/2006 




ii- . /i r , ir „.:„, ir „ c <n rv,mnv I •viclpner Ji" Jurv J rial set lor 
Set/Reset Deadlmes/Heaiinus as to Dann\ j diuhki. .u. juii _ 

701 "006 at 09-00 AM in Courtroom 1 before Judge Jeanne E. Scott. f retrial 

Conference set for 6/12/2006 at 1 1 :00 AM in Courtroom 1 before Judge Jeanne 

E Scott. (MC. Mod) (Entered: 03/23/2006) 


03/29/2006 


3.0 


MOTION to Substitute Attorney, Sanchez to be replaced by Childress, by USA 
a* to Dannv J Sidener. Jr. (Childress, John) (Entered: 03/29/2006) 


04/05/2006 




„ T ^ T ^ r -- r , , U , fl - H , (n1fl T,,rlM^ U\'iym-i r'nHmnre ALLOWING 30 KdotlOll 
TEXT ORDER bv Jviamsuate Juctge lakhi cuumuic rvi^w n ^_ 

to Substitute Attorney John E Childress for USA replacing EstebanF Sanchez 
as to Danny J Sidener Jr (1 ). Entered by Judge Cudmore on 4.O/06. (LB. ilcd) 
(Entered: 04/05/2006') 


06/08/2006 
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MOTION to Continue Pretrial and Trial Sellings by Danny J Sidener, Jr. 
(Pace. Jeffrey) (Entered: 06/0S/2OO6) _ J 




06/09/2006 




TEXT ORDER- Defendant Dannv J. Sidener. Jr.'s Motion to Continue Pre-trial 
and Trial Settings f d/e 3 1 ) is ALLOWED. Defendant Sidener requests 
additional lime To review discover, in this case.: The Gove! -nnumt has no 
objection to the continuance. Based on this justification, the Court J nd lha the 
ends of justice served by granting the continuance outweigh oi 
the Defendant and the public in a speed) uidi, j g e o^. . u m 
The pretrial conference is continued to October 2 ; 2006. at 9:30 a.m The trial ts 
continued to October 3. 2006. at 9:00 a.m. Entered by Judge Jeanne E. ocolt on 
6/9/06 (MC. ilcd) (Entered: 06/09/2006) 


06/09/2006 




ii- ,•! i i„ nrirniv t cnH f :.. n pT ir- T i j i*\ ■ Trial set lor 
Set Keset Deadlines/Hearings as to Uaiin.) J ..nauiu. ji. jum _ 

10'3P00(Sal 09:00 AM in Courtroom 1 before Judge Jeanne h. Scott. .1 re rial 

Conference set. for 1 0/2/2006 at 09:30 AM in Courtroom 1 before Judge Jeanne 

F Scott CMC. ilcd) (Entered: 06/09/2006) . 


1 0/02/2006 


! 


Minute Emu for proceedings held before Judae Jeanne E. Scott: 
MISCE1 1 AN'EOLiS HEARING as to defendant Danny J. Sidener. Jr. AU.A 
John Childress present lor government. Defendant present in person and with 
t - , i.^vv-^- Pmi^ rv'fpnrl'-mt'^ motion lo continue granted. ] he Louit 
finds that the ends of justice sen ed h> granting the continuance ^outweigh tne 
best interest of Defendant and the public in a speech' trial. 1M.,SC section .:• 



*S .'12/2 00 8 







. „ , ■ i <• „ r iVu-M,mH'i\ October 1 6 "H)(J6. al 1 0:00 am. 
(h)uSuA). Pretrial C onirence set 1m Monuas. ucionu iu. _u u. 

lun Trial of 1 OD/2006 canceled and reset to: "1 uesclay. October 1 /. -UUO. at 
g-00 am Defendant remanded to the custody of the US Marshals. (Court 
Reporter K. Salman.) (CT. iled i (Enlered: 10/02/2006) 


10/02/2006 




Set 'Reset Deadlines/Hearings as to Danny J Sidener. Jr: Pretrial Conference set 
for 10/16/2006 10:00 AM in Courtroom 1 helore Judge Jeanne E. Scott. (Li, 
ilccl) (Entered: 10/03/2006) 


10/ 16/2006 




Minute Entrv for proceedings held before Judge Jeanne E. Scott: 

PRFTR! AL/CHANGE OF PLEA Hearing as to Defendant Danny J. Siclenei. 

Ir held on HP 16/2006, A USA John Childress present on behalf of the 

Government. Defendant Danny J. Sidener. Jr. present in custody and with 1ns 

■atornev Jeffrey Paae. Defendant sworn, examined by Court, and iound 

competent to enter a knowing plea. Defendant advised of rights, charges and 

penalties. Open plea discussed. Defendant Danny J. Sidener Jr. enters open 

auiltv plea to Counts 1 -4 of the Indictmenl and agrees to forfeiture oi proputy 

in Count 5 Preliminary order of forfeiture entered. Court enters judgment on 

nr-AnrexA Tri'il ^pi for 1 0/ 1 7/^006 is cane e l ed. 
plea. Presentence report oideied. nidi but 101 iu, j //-wuu u ^ a . 

Sentencing hearing is scheduled for 2/26/2007 at 2:30 p.m. Defendant is 
remanded "to the custody of the US Marsha). (Court Reporter RS) (CC. tied, 
(Entered: 10/17/2006) - 


] 0/1 7/2006 




ORDER on Implementation of Sentencing ^^^J^^^l 
Sidener. Jr. Entered by Judge Jeanne E. Scott on 1 0/16/06. (CO tied) (Entered. 

1 0/1 7/2006) 


10/18/2006 


-> ^ 
■) ~, 


1 etter from Danny Sidener. Sr.. (MC ilccl) (Entered: 1 0/1 8/2006) 


10/20/2006 


.3.4 


First MOTION for Forfeiture of Property for Preliminary Order erf Forfeiture j 
bv USA as to Danny J Sidener. Jr. ( Attachments: # j Text of Proposed Ordei ) 
( Mclnernev. Patricia) ( Entered: 1 0/20/2006) 


] 0/26/2006 


D J? 


OPINION AND PRELIMINARY ORDER OF FORFEITURE as to Danny J 
Sidener, Jr. Entered by Judge Jeanne E. Seott on 10/25/06. (MC. iled) (Entered. 
10/26/2006) 


1 0/31/2006 


36 


MOTION to Substitute Attorney. John E. Childress to be replaced by David E. 
Risley. by USA as to Danny J Sidener. Jr. (Risley. David) (Entered: 
10/31/2 00 6) 


10/3 1/2006 




TFXT ORDER by Magistrate Judge Byron Cuchnore: Motion for Substitution 
of Counsel 36 ALLOWED. David E Risley for USA replacing John t 
Childress as to Danny J Sidener Jr (1). (LB. iled) (Entered: 1 0/, 1 -006) 


1 1 -'02/2006 


37 


PFTITION to adjudicate interest in properly by Danny J Sidener. Sr as to 
Daiim J Sidener Jr. CMC, iled) (Enlered: 1 1/03/2006.) 


1 1 / t (,J ' — W V.' \-' 


3 \'> 


NOTICE of appearance of Charles Delono for by Danm J Sidener : Sr (MC. 
iled) (Entered: 11/03/2006) — 


1 1/14/2006 




First MOTION for Discovery in Ancillary Forfcintre Proceedings by USA as 
to Danny J Sidener. Jr. (Attachments: * 1 Text of Propo sed Order Order 
1 Vathorizin" Discovers KMclnemey, Patricia i (Entered: 1 1/ D _u06^ _ 











] 1 15/2006 




TTY7 ORDER' The Government's Motion Under Fed.R.Crim.P. 32.2(0(1 )(B) 
1^ an Order Authorizing Discoven id-e 39, is ALLOWED. The parties to the 
ancillan forfeiture proceeding in this mane!' are authorized to conduct 
discoven- pursuant to the Federal Rules of Civil Procedures. J his matter is 
rei erred 10 United Suites .MdQiM-itut- .mu r i o} |U|! ^ 
scheduling conference for the ancillary proceeding and to determine any 
appropriate limits on the use of ei vil discovery procedures. Entered by J udge 
Jeanne E Scon on i 1 '1 5/06. (MC. ilcd) (Entered: 1 1/1 5/2006) 


1 1 /20/2006 




TP XT ORDFR bv Magistrate Judge Bvron Cudmore: The parties are directed 

f ,h ,n„r/r m.rfm lender to the Court bv 1 2/8/2006 a status report with 
to meet and con lei anci in icnuu m hmuluiih j- ■ 

acreed to. and/or proposed but objected to. discovery ancillary to the loriertuie 
proceedings, and a proposed seh ^f^^c^ JJ ^ ed 
by lud-e Cudmore on 11/20/06. (LB. ilcd) ( Entei ed. 1 1^000(16) 


11/21/2006 


40 


MOTION to Dismiss by Danny J Sidener. Sr as to Danny J Sidener. Jr. (MC. 
ilcd) (Entered: 11/21/2006.) 


11/22/2006 




TEXT ORDER' Claimant Danny J. Sidener, Sir's Motion to Dismiss (d/e 40) is 

\Ll OWED. Claimant Danny J. Sidener. Sr.'s Petition to Adjudicate Interest m 

T-, . /A'a n ii onrt hk i-laim m an\' of the property subject to the Opinion 
Property (d'C j /). ana nis ciciuu iu can ui un- j-u^^a .? j , , j 

and Preliminary Order of Forfeiture entered October 26 2006 (d/e ^ are 
DISMISSED vrith prejudice. Entered by Judge Jeanne E. Scott on 1 1 , ^ uo. 
(MC. ilcd) (Entered: 11/22/2006) — - 


12/15/2006 


41 


Pertiiicate of Service bv Danny J Sidener, Jr for Preliminary Order of 
Forfeiture on 2323. 23E5 and 2319 South 6th Street (MC, ilcd) (Entered: 
12/15/2006) 


12/15/2006 


A 2. 


Create of Service by Dam,v »^*^^^^ 
of 90s West Waco. Tavlorville. IE I.MC. ilcd ) ( Enteied. 12/ O.-UUO) 


01/16/2007 


H D 


NOTICE Certificate of Publication of Notice of Forfeiture by USA as to Danny 
J Sidener, Jr (Mclnerney, Patricia) (Entered: 01/1 6/2007 ) | 


. : 01/22/2007 


A" A 


' MOTION to Continue Sentencing by USA as to Danny J Sidener. Jr. (Risley. 
David) (Entered: 01 OT'2007) 


01/23/2007 




TEXT ORDER: The Government's Motion for Continuance ol Sentencing 

„" . . ,\ a i • nnisiiFn The <y>ntencim> is scheduled over a month away. 
1-Jearin f1 (d e 44) is UJrlNitu. int. .se!in.ii<-m.- u a^m-w^ _ 

Thai rives the parties ample time to finalize issues regarding ^operation and 
semencing. Entered by Judge Jeanne E. Scott on 1/23/07. (MC. ilcd) (Entered. 
01/23. '2 00 7) 


.01/24/2007 


45 


MOTION for Forfeiture of Property for Entry of Final Order ol enure by 
I ISA as to Dannv J Sidener. Jr. (Attachments: # 1. Text of Proposed Ordei Pmu! 
Order of Forfeiture H Mclnerney. Patricia) (Entered: 01 /24/200 /) | 


01/31/2007 




OPINION AMD FINAL ORDER OF FOPJ-'ElTU.REgrantmg 4.r Motion lo. 
Forfeiture of Property as to Danny J Sidener Jr < 1 ). Entered by Judge Jeanne E. 
Scott on 1/3 E07. (MC. ilcd) (Entered: 01/3 1 ''2007) 


02/23/2007 




POSITION bv Dannv J Sidener. Jr regarding Defendant's Commentary on 
Sentencing Factors, [page. Jeffrey) (Entered: 02 '23 -2007) _ 
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Minute Entrv for proceedings held before Judge Jeanne L. Scott; 
SENTENCING HEARING as in defendant Dunns Sidener. AUSA David 
P fslev nreseni for uovernmenl. Dei'endanl present in person and with his 
anornev leffrev Puee. With no objections. Courl adopted the factual finding ol 
the PSR as its own. Coun noted that the guidelines were advisory. Arguments 
of counsel heard resiardinu sentencing. Defendant exercised his right ol 
allocution and addressed the Court. Governments motion lor downward 
departure -ranted. Defendant sentenced to 81 months imprisonment on each oi 
counts 1 and 2 and 48 months on count 3 to run concurrently with each other 
and 60 months on count 4 to run consecutively to counts 1-3: 5 years 
supervised release on each oi counts J . - anu h anu j 
concurrenth with each other: $400.00 special assessment. Rights oi appeal 
riven Defendant remanded to the custody of the US Marshals. {Court Reporter 
ICS } (CT iled) (Entered: 02/28/2007) 


02/28/2007 


48 


JUDGMENT as to Danny J Sidener. Jr { 1 ). Defendant sentenced to 81 months 
imprisonment on each of counts 1 and 2 and 48 months on count 3 to run 

i . i, ,.(1,,,,. ao mrtnilic nn munt 4 to run consecutiv elv to 
concurrenth' with each otnei ana ou montns on coum t iu miiwu 

counts' J -^M veurs supervised release on each of counts E 2 and 4 and 1 year 

on 3 to run concurrently with each other: $400.00 special assessment Entered 

bv lud<-e Jeanne E. Scott on 2/28/2007. (CT. iicd) (Entered: 02/28,200/) 


02/28/2007 


4.9 


^ ctaTP-MF.KT OF REASONS FOR IMPOSING SENTENCE as to^ 
Dannv'j Sidener. Jr (CT. iled) (Additional attachment s) added on 4/23/2008: H 
} SOR) ( CT. iled ). (Entered: 02/28/2007 J 


02/28/2007 


50 


, p V p C p\TFK:CE I K VES'Tl G ATI O K REPORT' as to Danny J Sidener. 
lr (CT iled )( CTDlcd). (Entered: 02/28/2007.) 


02/28/2007 


51 


+++ SvFNT'EECING RECO MMEN DATJO'N as to Danny J Sidener. Jr. (CT. 
iled) (CTDlcd )."" (Entered: 02/28/2007) 


02/28/2007 


52 


Letter from Danny Sidener. (CT. iled) Additional attachments) added on 

3/1 /2007 (CT. iled ). (Entered: 03/01/2007.) . . 


03/01/2007 




TEXT ORDFR- The Court has received a letter from the Defendant. 1 he Clerk 
is directed to file the letter and send copies to counsel °f™^tercd by 
lud-e Jeanne E. Scott on 2/28/2007. (CT tied) (Entered: 0001/2007) 


03/15/2007 


JS 


Certificate of Service of vacate notice upon occupant of 610 S Illinois Street. 
Sprin-field IL as to Dannv J Sidener. Jr (MC iled) (Entered: (b/1 0/2007) 


03/1 5/2007 


■ 54 


Certificate of Sen-ice of notice to vacate upon occupant of 2307 South 12th 
Street. Springfield. IL 62703 as to Danny J Sidener. Jr (MC. iled) (Entered: 
03/10/2007) 


03/1 9/2007 


' 55 


Certificate of Sendee of notice to vacate served by USM on 816 West franldm. 
n- i . -,,on-i it a ^ o a ^ ! \A C i 1 c rl ) ( F n t er ed ' ^ /2 0/2 1) 7 ) 


04/27/2007 


56 


Judgment Returned Executed as to Damn- J Sidener. Jr on 4/O07. (ME. iled) 
(Entered: 05-'0 1/2007) 
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Printed from the Illinois Times website: illinois.gyrosite.com 



POSTED ON MARCH 20, 2008: 

Danny the dealer 

The leader of Springfield's notorious cocaine ring talks about his life in crime — 
and why he's glad he was caught 

By Dusty Rhodes 




Danny Sidener (left) on vacation in Florida. 

On Oct 2B 2005 Danny J. Sidener Jr. went to Family Video on MacArthur Boulevard to accept a delivery from a Chicago business 
associate This associate arrived 20 minutes earlier than expected, and Sidener didn't handle the merchandise as carefully as usual 
when he tucked it into the carpet-covered wheel-well of his rented Pontiac Grand Am. No matter; he planned to d.spose of the stuff 

^He'drove about a block and a half down Leland Avenue, to his cousin Michael Mohan's house. Mohan wasn't home yet, so Sidener 
parked in the driveway and leaned againsi his car to wait. When Mohan arrived, they went inside, Sidener carrying a blue bag. Three 
minutes later he was back in his car, headed north on MacArthur. 

Somewhere along the way he got a call from a friend who had heard Mohan's address broadcast over a police scanner. Realizing 
that he was probably being followed, Sidener took ever-smaller side streets, still heading north toward his cousin's home near Camp 
Lincoln. At the corner of Elliott Street and a tiny lane called Kings Highway, Sidener's car collided with an Illinois State Police vehicle, 
and Sidener was taken into custody. 

In that instant, he realized that his long and highly profitable career as a cocaine dealer was over. But instead of feeling fear, anger, 
or panic, Sidener felt a huge sense of relief, even gratitude. 

"When 1 get out of here." he says, speaking from a federal prison, "I'm gonna look back and I know I'm gonna tell myself ,t a the best 

thing that could've happened to me." 

In the months following the arrest, Sidener's name appeared incessantly in media reports. He wasn't just any dope dealer; he was 
the top man in an organization that included recognizable names from local legal and political circles among its clientele. By the time 
authorities ended the "Springfield cocaine ring" probe, Sidener and eight other men had pleaded guilty to drug trafficking and nine 
more had been held under scrutiny by a special prosecutor. 
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Yet in all the coverage, few details surfaced about the now-29-year-old Springfield native who built an illicit-drug operate over the 
course of almost a decade. Illinois Times applied to interview Sidener at the Forrest City Federal Correctional Complex, in Forrest City, 
Ark but the warden declined the request because of "safety and security considerations." Instead, prison officials facilitated two 
question-and-answer sessions between Sidener and a reporter, first by phone, then by fax. Sidener aiso designated an older cousm to 

talk about his past . , 

These conversations provide a glimpse into the sometimes scary, sometimes boring, always creative, and occasionally comica 
existence of a full-time professional drug dealer. They also show how Danny Sidener managed to peddle marijuana and cocame for 
eight years before finally getting caught. 

First of all forget all the B-movie cliches. There were no flashy cars or gaudy jewelry, just the low-key accoutrements of a well-heeled 
but uncomfortable lifestyle. There was no force or discipline within the organization, just hanging out and partying together. S.dener s 
operation wasn't a gang; it was more like a family business. 
It started, Sidener says, with a pound of weed. 

in 1997 he graduated from Southeast High School and enrolled at Northern Illinois University in DeKalb. Having been a standout 
running back for the Spartans, he hoped to play football for NIU. Instead he got homesick, dropped out of school, and returned to 
Springfield bunking at friends' houses during the week in the hope that his mother wouldn't find out (she soon did). To make money, 
he started investing in marijuana" - first a pound, then 2, then 3, then 10. Within six months, he was up to 50 pounds; next thrng he 
knew, he was buying 100 pounds at a pop. 

"I did have some piddly-ass job, though I'm sure I hated it," Sidener says. "I don't have any passion for working under anyone. I 

"ToTnd 1998 or '99, his supply of cannabis suddenly disappeared and Sidener had to diversify. Customers had been asking him 
about cocaine so he found a Chicago supplier and bought a quarter-kilogram (9 ounces). His second purchase was a kilo. 

''Fromttere^wasr^stop,'^^ 
trere'srBpridehfevoce.perr^ 

startedaneiwchapterinlife'ThisB^ l , . 

In 2000 the market in Springfield came under some heat, and Sidener moved to Chicago. "Several search warrants were being 
served during this period . . . jwith] warrants that came from phony trash-rips - the same ones you hear about today," Sidener says, 
referring to the work of some Springfield police detectives [see "Above the law," Sept. 28, 2006], "My [suppliers] wanted me out of that 
area. I think maybe they wanted to keep an eye on me." 

But after six or eight months he moved back home, partly for the same reason he dropped out of college - to be near his family and 
friends - and partly because he felt safer here. "It was easier for me to be around Springfield, where 1 can maneuver, he says. 

Sidener had relatives and lifelong pals here whom he could trust to handle the drugs he was bringing in from Chicago. Two cousins 
- Mohan and Earl Sidener - and a high-school football buddy named Jerrad Pruitt received the bulk of the dope and allocated it to 
other distributors. Though Sidener and several other members of the group carried handguns, he chuckles at the notion that their 
activities could be called organized crime. 

•They were family members. Whether they were organized or not. I dunno. Not really - we weren't a gang or nothing. To other 
people it might seem like that, but not to me," he says. "I mean, I didn't have no control over them or nothing. Everybody knew what to 
do." 

Business thrived. Asked how much money he made between the time he began dealing in 1997 and his arrest in 2005, Sidener can 
only estimate; "Definitely in the millions." 

He developed a pattern of distributing the product to Mohan, Pruitt, and ban 
Sidener the day he took delivery from Chicago - usually once or twice a month 
— then taking his time collecting payment. The secret of his success was how 
he managed that money. 

"A lotta people, as soon as they make money, they go spend it immediately. I 
just kept compounding it," Sidener says. "I always had a goal. The first one was 
like $50,000. Then next one was like $500,000. The last one was like a million. I 
never reached it. I got cut off." 

Finding ways to deal with all that illegal cash required ingenuity. He used the 
small change to pay his supplier and hoarded the $100 bills, because they were 
easier to hide. There were the usual places — wall safes, floor safes, deposit 
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boxes, behind drywall. under false flooring - and the not-so-usual, such as a 
secret compartment inside a car parked inside a storage unit. "This is never- 
ending," Sidener says. 

Of course, the easiest stuff to squirrel away was the invisible loot - debt that 
could be held and then harvested when needed. "Money is sometimes safer 
when other people owe you money." Sidener says. He erased $10,000 drug 
debts "more times than I can count on both hands." 

He invested in real estate, buying and rehabbing small houses in Springfield 
and Taylorville. He bought three vacant lots along the train tracks on South Sixth 
Street. He dabbled in contracting, building a couple of homes near Lake 
Springfield. He also bought an abundance of goodwill, giving away an estimated 
$1 million to friends and relatives whenever they needed a little help. 
"Houses, cars, cash, bills — everybody has to eat," Sidener says. 
He doesn't offer any details, but other people do. The cousin he has 
designated to answer questions speaks on the condition that his name not be 
used, but he says Sidener provided both the moral and the monetary support he 
needed to go straight after his own state-prison sentence for selling marijuana. 
"He put me through barber college so I could get my license, and he bought me 
a car so I wouldn't have to do anything stupid," says the cousin. "He wanted to 
keep me on the right track. He didn't want to lose me again." 

The cousin claims that he has been law-abiding since: "This is my hustle now, 
cutting hair," 

Sidener's largesse extended beyond family, according to his cousin. Once, when they were out at a bar, Sidener overheard the 
coul i d ementing that he couldn't go visit his young daughter in Colorado because he didn't have a reHable 
a" this man he barely knew the car he was driving that night - a late-mode, Ford Taurus. He even lent a former h ig h-schoo, 
classmate - a platonic female friend _ money for breast-augmentation surgery, then declined repayment 

oved to be able to he.p people," Sidener says. »,'„ do the same when I get home - he,p those less fortunate than o h , 

He apparently didn't spend lavishly on himself. He wore a gold chain and a fancy watch that h,s cou-m . .ays was probabl jus fa 
nice fake and he had a fondness for expensive sports jerseys. He sometimes whiled away his abundant free t,me by gambling on 
rdTand 1L games. But aUhe time of his arrest he lived in a small, nondescript beige house with a b,g picture wmdow 
that blended perfectly with everything else in a working-class Taylorville neLghborhood 

"He had a decent TV and nice furniture but nothing way pricey. Didn't get too crazy," says h.s cousm. He had small httle features, 

like two heads in the shower." . „ „, Hr „ nl > mQS 4 

Sidener also didn't succumb to the product he sold. "Cocaine was rarely appealing unless I was mtox.cated, he says. I drank most 

weekends and sometimes during the week. Not every day. I wasn't a junkte." _ 
In fact, going cold turkey after his arrest presented no problem. "I don't believe I'll drink or use again, he says. 

He came Cose to getting caught a time or two. In 2000 or 2001 , Sidener says, he was approached at a ca- ^ Avenue 
bv Paul Carpenter then an SPD detective. Sidener didn't have a valid driver's license, and he was certain Carpenter knew that. They 
chid "re Im lutes, but Carpenter made no move to arrest Sidener for driving legally. "He let me go. Paul ,s not petty „ke 
some cops I know," Sidener says. "But little did Paul know I had 20 pounds of weed in my vehicle. 

Another time, when he was driving home to Taylorville, drunk and speeding, he noticed flash.ng red and blue ,g beh n m and 
realized he was going to be stopped. He suddenly remembered that the handgun on the back floorboard might be 
had been at the shooting range), and, not wanting to risk losing his FO.D card, he decided to dismantle the -^^d 
few months later, in a handwritten tetter to U.S. District Judge Jeanne Scott, his "intoxication and clumzmess [s,c] hampered h,s 
efforts and he not only crashed into some construction barricades but also, in the confusion, cocked the weapon. He ended up 
throwing the gun out the window. The cops who stopped him found it, but later dropped the charge. 

Some 

of 
the 
guys 
closest 
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swwsvn n^nnv Sidener (above) always allowed his favorite older cousin, who wanted to be a barber, to 
^^Z%f!SX1^^ served prison time for selling marijuana, Sidener pa,d his tu,t,on for 

eteter school 

^persistent that Sidener finally resorted to lying, just tc shut him up. "He would tell me the down side: "You've got enough money; 
you've got this and that; it's not the way to live.' He knew that," Sidener says. 

His lain the barber tried a few times as well. "We'd be out with the girls and end up off to ourselves, after quite a few beers and 
kinda get emotional," the oousin says. Sidener would never give him a straight answer about whether he was selhng drugs, but the 
cousin had a hunch he was because of changes in his temperament. 

"Toward the end, it seemed like he was more paranoid," the cousin says. 

Sidener says the same thing. He had the usual paranoia that comes with cocaine use, increased exponentially by the illegal and 
danqerous job of wholesaling loads of the stuff it. Yet he couldn't kick the habit. 

■The money's more addictive than the drug itself. It made my life a mess," he says. spent a lot of time took.no r « my rearv^ 
spotting suspicious vehicles that look like police, looking for airplanes that keep flying in circles, nosy neighbors, odd vans parked 
outside . . everything. This causes is a lot of stress, pressure, paranoia. This is the part that sucks." 

Still despite these obsessive fears. Sidener didn't worry when he heard that one of his distributor's customers had become a snitch 
and was cooperating with law-enforcement authorities. "We hear this stuff all the time. You know, I've heard that about myself, he 
says. "And jthe distributor] knew all them politicians and stuff; he figured that if that was true they wouid've told h.m. 

According to court documents, the ring began to fall apart in April 2005, when law enforcement officers found 14 ounces of powder 
cocaine during the execution of a search warrant on a residence. The resident quickly turned informant and is identified in court 
documents only as "CS #1" (confidential source 1). In May. CS #1 allowed the Illinois State Police to record his conversion while he 
bought 223 grams of cocaine from his usual supplier, Adam Martin. In July, CS #1 purchased 200 grams of cocaine at Martin s 
Lindbergh Boulevard duple, from Martin's source. Mohan, who told CS #1 that he had a half-kilo available. Mohan also said he could 
entrust CS #1 with full kilos to sell. Drug agents recorded the entire conversation on audio and video. 

In September, law-enforcement authorities received permission from Judge Scott to intercept calls on two cell phones used by 
Mohan and they began to hear Mohan talking to Danny Sidener, using what seemed like coded language referring to drug d.stnbution. 
in one, Mohan sounds like he's planning a cookout, but he's really telling Sidener that he has a customer who needs a ^harv 
average supply of cocaine for the weekend: "If you could bring some steak, that would be sweet, but if you can t, I mean, call the meat 
man and tell him we're gonna have a party," Mohan says. w „(Wc 

On Sept. 30, a surveillance team watched Sidener drive up to Mohan's house in a blue Yukon and then leave, followed by Mohan s 
blue Ford Explorer. Agents followed Mohan to the west-side home of "Distributor #2," probably Gerald Vondebur, who lived on Fairway 
Lane (court documents indicate that he received 500 grams o( cocaine that day). 

Two weeks later, agents intercepted a series of phone calls in which Mohan tried to get directions from Sidener on where to find 
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i Danny and Ear, Signer were each indicted on conspiracy to distribute 5 or more kilogram of coca.ne; Danny S.dener 

auge Z Z^e of the .ess he was in: "I tried to think, 'What do they got? What's going on here ? Do they real.y know, D,d they 
^baK-ki^ 

2 ™ Z Sidener says. Plus, as the hours crept by, he began to real.e that the agents must be dsbnefmg someone else. 

One thing he didn't even consider was calling a lawyer. He preferred to handle this situabon on hs own. 

reTLs his t^obeguestioned.Sidener angled to get the agents to 
knew a lot Sidener waived his Miranda rights and saved the cops the trouble of search-ng alleys and Dumpsters by telhng hem w 
tc Id Z££o hidden in his car. He also answered their guestions about his Chicago source, but that person has never been 

a rrp^t pH Asked whv Sidener doesn't have much to say. , 

Css they couldn't put enough together. Maybe they ^^^^^ 
information or something. I had a separate [prepaid] phone to call him from, so they never knew about rum, S,dener says. 

conspirators] or be seLh and leave my family out to dry," he says. "I mean, 30 to 40 years is what they were gonna g.ve me ,f I hadn 

C Twa^t the only one. The other participants in the family business also ta.ked to the agents. "Yeah, yeah, yeah _ I think every 
single one of them," Sidener says. "The feds put a lotta pressure on you." 

But is he angry? Perhaps at CS #1 , who was never publicly identified, never charged wrth any crime? 

No Tio Siderier insists. "If that didn't happen, something else wouldVe happened eventually. I'm not mad at anyone. I put myself m 
thissituation-ain-tnobody'sfaultbutme.lfldidn'tmakethesechoices,lwouldnf behere.'' annlnnbed t0 the judge 

He expressed the same sentiment on Feb. 26, 2007, at his sentencing hearing in U.S. D.stnct Court. He apolog lZ ed to the judge, 
then to his family. His older cousin says it was an emotional scene. 

"Made me cry," the barber says. "I didn't wanna break down, but I sure did." 

The one thing Sidener feels no remorse about is the poisonous product he sold. He compares the srtuabon to own.ng a ba, . If one 
bar closes, the patrons simply buy alcohol elsewhere. 
"Consumption is eminent." he says. "The hand that feeds is irrelevant." 

Sidener now spends his days exercising, studying the stock market, taking ciasses in financial investment, reading the Bible^ and 
attending church. He's hooked on day trading and believes that when he's free he will make enough money legally o recoup a „ 
cash and property he forfeited and then some. "The. $500,000 the feds took wil, look like peanuts. They can have , ^ h££ 

Sentenced to almost 12 years in federal prison, Sidener will spend at least another n or seven years behind bars. Whether 
attitude will last that long remains to be seen. For now, he has no nostalgia for his old Irfestyle 

"My life was headed for disaster: Huge decline. Self-destruction. Paranoid as he, Fear of ja,,, fear of getting ^ W. 
worried about my family and all those people close to me [who] might get caught in the middle somehow^ Eve ^n- had 
money." he says. "Hard telling what people are plotting - kidnapping, ransom, robbery, whatever. I could have d,ed of a drug 
overdose. Who knows? I was forced out of this life in the matter of seconds. 

Tm in the best shape of my life now," he says. Tm closer to God than ever; I know what I'm gonna do now, I can live ,n peace, 
to mention longer. You can't sell dope forever." 

http://ww.illinoistimes.com/gyrobase/PrintFriendly?oid=oid%3A7419 5/12/2008 



Danny the deai3tQ&0^M#4>r)EI5-JBS*S' a S^^Wf 8 U 



coaamexuig taiKs aoout nis me 1... rage doio 



Contact Dusty Rhodes at drhodes@illinoistimes.com. 

I 
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i SEN D ER? COMPLETE THIS SECTION 



Complete items 1 , 2, and 3. Also complete 
Item 4 if Restricted Delivery is desired. 
Print your name and address on the reverse 
so that we can return the card to you. 
Attach this card to the back of the mailpiece, 
or on the front if space permits. 



COMPLETE THIS SECTION ON ^ELV/EHY \ 




Article Addressed to: 

Katherine L. Myrick, Chief 
Freedom of Information Operat: 
FOl/Records Management Section 
Drug Enforcement Administration 
Department of Justice 
West Building, 6th Floor 
700 Army Navy Drive 
Arlington, VA 22202 



□ Agent 

□ Addressee 
C. ©ate of/Detivery 



D. Is delivery address different from item 
If YES, enter delivery address below: 

^ns Unit 



'Yes 
□ No 



3, Service Type 
Dt Certified Mail 

□ Registered 

□ insured Mail 



D Express Mail 

& Return Receipt for Merchandise 
□ C.O.D. 



4. Restricted Delivery? (Extra Fee) 



□ Yes 



2. Article Number 

{Transfer from service label) 

PS Form 381 1 , February 2004 



7DDh aiSD ODDS 1175 b77b 



Domestic Return Receipt 



10259^02-M-1540 | 
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MAY 2 9 2008 



Subject of Request: INFORMATION ON A THIRD PARTY - SIDENER, DANNY J. 

Tom Schanzle-Haskins 
Brown, Hay & Stephens, LLP 
205 S. Fifth Street, Suite 700 
P.O. Box 2459 
Springfield, Illinois 62705 

Dear Mr. Schanzle-Haskins: 

The Drug Enforcement Administration (DBA) has received your Freedom of Information 
Act (FOIA) request letter dated May 14, 2008. 

Our office is currently experiencing a transition and as a result your request has not yet been 
assigned a FOI/PA number. 

Please be assured that your request will be handled as expeditiously as possible A request 
number will be assigned and forwarded to you at a later date. Your request will be handled in 
cnronological order based on the date of this letter. Thank you in advance for your patience and 
understanding. 

If you have any questions regarding this letter, you may contact our Customer Service 
Hotline Representative on (202) 307-7596. 



Sincerely, 




Chief, Operations Unit 
FOI/Records Management Section 



